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PREFACE. 


This volume contains my second coiu'se of Gifford 
Lectures, as I delivered them before the University of 
Glasgow in the beginning of this year, with a few 
additions, mostly printed at the end of the volume. 

In lecturing before an academic audience, I felt in 
duty bound to make my meaning as clear as possible, 
oven at tho risk of hceomiwg tedious in driving the 
nail homo more than once. 

Nor could I avoid repeating hero and. there wliat I 
had written elscwhoro, if I wishcil to place the subject 
boforo my hcarei’s in a coiuplctc and systcnuitic J’orm. 

Attentive roadoi's will find, however, that in re- 
stating what I had said boforo, I often had to modify 
or coiTCot my former statomouts, and I lioiJO the time 
may never come, when I can no longer say, We live 
and learn. 

F. MAX MtiLLER. 


OxFOED, Z)flc. 0, 1890. 
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LECTURE 1. 

HOW TO STUDY PHYSICAL KBLIGIOH. 


The Three Dlrislons of STatuial Beliglon, 

T he first course of lectures on Natural Religion 
which. I had the honour to deliver in this Uni- 
versity was chiefly of an introductory character. It 
was then my object to discuss, and to answer, as far as 
was in my power, three principal questions : 

(1) What are the limits of Natural Religion ? 

(3) What is the proper method of studying it? and 
(3) What are the materials accessible for such study? 
In the present course of lectures I mean to treat of 
Natural Religion in one of its three great manifesta- 
tions, namely, as Physical Meligion. Natural Reli- 
gion, as I tried to show last year, manifests itself 
under three difierent aspects, according as its object, 
what I called the Infinite or the Divine, is discovered 
either in nature, or in man, or in the self. I shall 
repeat from the last lecture of my first course a short 
description of these three forms of religious thought. 

‘ In treating of Physical Religion,' I said, ‘ we shall 
have to examine the numerous names, derived fr’om the 
(2) B 
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phenomena of nature, by which the eairly inhabitants 
of this small planet of ours — some of them our direct 
ancestors — endeavoured to apprehend what lies behind 
the veil of nature, beyond the horizon of our sensuous 
perception. We shall meet there with the so-called 
gods of the sky, the earth, the air, the fire, the storm 
and lightning, the rivers and mountains, and we shall 
see how the god of the sky, or, in some countries, the 
god of the fire and of the storm-wind, assumes gradu- 
ally a supreme character, and then is slowly divested 
again, in the minds of his more enlightened worshippers, 
of what we may call his original, purely physical, or 
mythological attributes. When the idea had once 
sprung up in the human mind that nothing unworthy 
should ever be believed of the gods, or, at least, of the 
father of gods and men, this process of divestment 
proceeded very rapidly, and there remained in the end 
the concept of a Supreme Being, still called, it may be, 
by its ancient and often no longer intelligible names, 
but representing in reality the highest ideal of the Infi- 
nite, as a father, as a creator, and as a wise and loving 
ruler of, the . universe. "What we ourselves call our 
belief in God, the Father, is the last result of this iiTe- 
sistible development of human thought. 

‘But the Infinite has been discovered, not only 
behind the phenomena of nature, but likewise behind 
man, taking man as an objective reality, and as the 
representative of aH that we comprehend under the 
name of mankind. Something not merely human, or 
very soon, something superhuman was discovered at a 
very early time in parents and ancestors, particularly 
after they had departed this life. Their names were 
preserved, their memory was honoured, their sayings 
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were recorded, and assumed very soon the authority of 
law, of sacred law, of revealed tanth. As the recollec- 
tion of fathers, grandfathers, great-grandfathers, and 
still more distant ancestors became vaguer and vaguer, 
their names were surrounded by a dim religious light. 
The ancestors, no longer merely human, approached 
more and more to the supei’human, and this is never 
very far removed from the divine. 

‘ Offerings, similar to those that had been presented 
to the gods of nature, were tendered likewise to the 
ancestral spirits, and when the very natural question 
arose, who was the ancestor of all ancestors, the father 
of all fathers, the answer was equally natural, — it 
could only be the same father, the same creator, the 
same wise and loving ruler of the universe who had 
been discovered behind the veil of nature. 

‘This second sphere of thought may be compre- 
hended under the name of Anthropological Religion. 
Under the form of worship of ancestral spirits it 
seems among some people to constitute almost the 
whole of their religion, but more generally we find it 
mixed with what wo call Physical Religion, not only 
in ancient, but also in modeim times. Christianity 
itself has been obliged to admit some remnants of that 
ancestral worship, and in Roman Catholic countries 
the immense popularity of the Festival of All Souls 
seems to show that a loving homage paid to the 
spirits of the departed satisfies one of the deepest and 
oldest yearnings of the human heart, 

‘ The third sphere of religious thought, the Psycho- 
logical, is filled with endeavours to discover what lies 
hidden in man, considered not merely as a creature, or 
as a part of nature, but as a self-conscious subject. 

Bt 
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That self of -which man became conscious, as different 
from his merely phenomenal, or even his personal 
being, has been called by many names in the different 
languages of the world. It was called breath, spirit, 
ghost, soul, mind, genius, and many more names, 
which constitute a kind of psychological mythology, 
full of interest to the student of religion as well as to 
the student of language and thought. It was after- 
wards called the Ego, or the person, but even these 
names did not satisfy man, as he became more and 
more conscious of his higher self. The person was 
discovered to be a persona, only, that is a mask ; and 
even the Ego was but a pronoun, not yet the ti’ue 
noun, the true word which self-conscious man was in 
search of. At last, the consciousness of self arose from 
out the clouds of psychological mythology, and be- 
came the consciousness of the Infinite or the Divine 
within us. The individual self found itself again in 
the Divine Self, not absorbed in it, but hidden in it, 
and united -with it by a half-human and half-divine 
relationship. We find the earliest name for the Infi- 
nite, as discovered by man within himself, in the 
ancient Upanishads. There it is called Atman, the 
.Self, or Pratyag-atman, the Self that lies behind, 
looking and longing for the P ar a m ft, t m an, tire Highest 
Self — and yet it is not far from every one of us. So- 
krates knewthe same Self, but he called it Eaimonion, 
the indwelling God. The early Christian philosophers 
called it the Hc^y Qhost, a name which has received 
many interpretations and misinterpretations in dif- 
ferent schools of theology, but which ought to become 
again, what it was meant for in the beginning, the 
spirit which unites aU that is holy -within man with 
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the Holy of Holies or the Infinite behind the veil of 
the Ego, or of the merely personal and phenomenal 
self.’ 


The Three Phases of BeUgion, ofbeu oontemporauecms. 

It must not be supposed that these three phases of 
natui-al religion, the Physical, the Anthropological, 
and the Psychological, exist each by itself, that one 
race worships the powers of nature only, while an- 
other venerates the spirits of human ancestors, and a 
third meditates on the Divine, as discovered in the 
deepest depth of the human heart. As a general rule, 
physical religion everywhere comes fii’st, and is suc- 
ceeded by anthropological, and lastly by psychological 
religion. Among most nations whose historical ante- 
cedents are known to us, we can see that the idea of 
something divine is elaborated first from elements 
supplied by nature, and that afterwards the spu’its 
of the departed are raised to a fellowship with the 
gods of nature, while the recognition of a universal 
Self, underlying the gods of nature, and the spirits 
of tho departed, and recognised as the immortal 
element within ourselves, comes last, nay belongs 
even now to the future rather than to the past. The 
germs of these three developments may be discovered 
in most religions. Sometimes the one, sometimes the 
other, becomes more prominent. But I doubt whether 
any nation, whose earlier history is known to us, has 
been found devoted exclusively to the worship of 
physical deities, still less, devoted exclusively to the 
worship of ancestral spirits. What I call psychological 
religion is a phase of thought which we generally com- 
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prehend under the name of philosophy rather than 
under that of religion, and though it may have been 
anticipated here and there by prophets and poets, it 
presupposes in its developed form the existence of 
religion, both physical and anthropological. 

The ancient Vedic religion, for instance, is pre- 
eminently a physical religion, but to maintain, as 
some philosophers have done, that it contained no 
traces of ancestor-worship, shows simply an ignorance 
of facts. The worship of the Fathers, the Pitaras, 
is presupposed by a number of Vedic hymns, and to 
the present day, the most truly religious ceremony of 
the Hindus, that which still touches their hearts, and 
not their eyes only, is the so-called )SfrS,ddha, the 
sacrifice in memory of their ancestors. 

Even the third phase, the Psychological, though in 
its fully elaborated form it belongs to a later age, and 
assumes the chai’acter of a philosophy rather than of 
a religion, is never entirely absent in any religion. 
The very recognition of superior beings implies some 
kind of perception of man’s own being, some recogni- 
tion of what really constitutes his own self. If he 
calls the gods immortals, that would seem to imply 
that he considered himself as mortal; but when ho 
begins to implore the favour of the immortal gods, 
not only for this hfe, but for a life to come, when he 
prays to be united again with those whom he loved 
and lost on earth, a new conception of his own self 
must have sprung up in his heart, and though mortal 
and liable to death, he must have felt himself or 
something within himself as eternal, and as beyond 
the reach of annihilation. 

Ancestor-worship also implies always the recogni- 
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tioBi of aometliing immortal in man, however dim that 
primitive belief in immortality may have been. 

Fliraloal Bellglou. 

But though we find these three roads on which a 
belief in the Infinite was reached by different nations, 
running closely parallel or even crossing each other, 
it is possible, and, for the sake of systematic study, 
almost indispensable, that we should explore each of 
them by itself. This present course of lectures will 
therefore be devoted to a study of Physical Rdigion, 
though from time to time we shall hardly be able to 
avoid a consideration of such influences as Anthro- 
pological and Psychological ideas exercise on Physical 
Religion in its historical progress to higher ideas. 

Xbe Klstorioal Ketliod. 

How that exploration is to be carried out I need 
not toll you, after what I have said in my first course 
of lectures. There is but one method that leads to 
really trustworthy and solid results, and that is the 
Hiatorical Method, We must try to discover the his- 
torical vestiges of that long pilgrimage which the 
human race has performed, not once, but many times, 
in search of what lies beyond the horizon of our 
senses, — in seai'ch of the Infinite, in search of a true 
religion ; and this we can only achieve by a careful 
study of all truly historical documents in which that 
pilgrimage has been recorded. 

Blatorloal Oontluultr. 

There is an unbroken continuity in the religious 
and philosophical concepts, as there is in the Ian- 



8 


LEOTDBE r. 


guages of the world. We know that the language 
spoken by Hume and Kant is substantially the same 
as that which was spoken by the poets of the Veda 
in India, four thousand years ago. And we shall see 
that the problem of causality which occupied the 
powerful minds of Hume and Kant is substantially 
the same as that which occupied the earliest framers 
of Aryan language and Aryan thought, when, driven 
by the very necessities of pure reason, or, as we may 
now call it by a better name, by the very necessities 
of Logos or language, they conceived and named for 
the first time the sky, the sun, the fire, and aU the 
other great phenomena of nature by means of roots, 
expressive of agency, of force, or, in the end, of 
causality. Physical Religion owes its origin to the 
category of causality, or, in other words, to the pre- 
dicating of roots, expressive of agency and causality, 
as applied to the phenomena of nature. And this in- 
tellectual work, performed thousands of years ago by 
millions of human beings, deserves, it would seem, at 
least as much attention as the speculations of two 
individuals, oven though they be Hume and Kant, as 
to the legitimacy of the concept of causality, when 
applied to the data of the senses. ‘ Without the doc- 
trine, the true doctrine, of substance and of cause,’ 
I, am quoting the words of the founder of these 
lectures, Lord Gififord, ‘philosophy would be a de- 
lusion, and religion a dream ’ (Lord Gifford’s Lectures, 
pp, 139-140). ‘ Just let me say,’ he adds, ‘ and I say 
it with the deep seriousness of profoundest conviction, 
that true philosophy and true religion must stand or 
fall together. If philosophy be a delusion, religion 
can hardly escape being shown to be a dream.’ 
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Varleliies of Fliysloal JLellglon. 

But here, again, we must not try to attempt too 
much. Though we find traces of physical religion 
everywhere among ancient and modem, among civi- 
lised and uncivilised races, it would lead to confusion 
only were we to attempt to treat them all as one. 
Physical Religion is the same, and yet not the same 
at different times and in different places. The lessons 
which nature teaches in a small and fertile island, 
surrounded by a horizon, half sky and half sea, are 
very different from the lessons which man reads 
when living in narrow valleys, overawed by snow- 
decked mountains, and hemmed in by rivers which, 
though they are looked upon as beneficent, may at 
any moment bring desti’uofion and death on what 
man calls his own, his home on eai'th. The Nile in 
Egypt assumes a very different aspect in the religious 
imagery of its worshippers from that which the river 
Sarasvati bears in the hymns of the Rig-veda ; and 
the cupola of the sky, resting all around on the 
monotonous deseit as its sole foundation, forms a very 
different temple from thait in which the most gigantic 
snowy mountains support on all sides, like lofty 
pillars, the blue roof of heaven. 

For practical purposes, therefore, it wiU be best to 
study, first of all, the origin and growth of Physical 
Religion in one country only, and then to turn our 
eyes to other countries where the same ideas, though 
finder varying outward conditions, have found ex- 
pression in mythology or religion. 

Fliyaloal BAUgiou beat atadled In India. 

And here there can he little doubt as to which 
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country is the typical country for the study of Physical 
Eeligion. In no country do we find Physical Eeligion 
in its simplest form so completely developed as in 
India. Not in India, as it is popularly known, not 
in modern India, not in mediaeval India, not even in 
the ancient India, as represented to us in the Epic 
Poems of the Mah^bhirata and E^miyana, least of all 
in the India of the Buddhiste, whose religion, old as it 
is — for Buddha died 477 b. o. — was built up on the very 
ruins of that religion which interests us at present. 

No, the original, simple, and intelligible religion of 
India is to be found in the Vedic period only, which 
preceded the rise of Buddhism, just as the religion 
of the Old Testament preceded that of the New. Here 
and here only can we see Physical Eeligion in all 
its fulness, in all its simpUcity, nay, I should say, in 
all its necessity. Suppose we had known Christianity 
only as it appears after the Council of Nicaoa, after 
it had become a state-religion, and had once for all 
settled its dogmas and ceremonial, and then had 
suddenly discovered a manuscript of the Gospels — 
the new insight into the true nature of Christianity 
could not have been more startling and surprising 
than was the new light which the discovery of the 
Veda has thrown on the origin and growth of religion, 
not only in India, but in every part of the world. 
That the gods of the Greeks and the Romans, the 
Teutonic, Slavonic, and Celtic nations, that the gods 
of the Babylonians and Assyrians and other Semitic 
nations, not excepting the Jews, that the gods of Egypt 
and the whole of iLfrica, that the gods of Finland 
and Lapland, of Mongolia and China, of the Poly- 
nesian islands, and of the North as well as the South 
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of America, that all these gods had in the beginning 
something to do with the most prominent sights of 
nature, could hardly have escaped even the least 
thoughtful student of antiquity. But it was only like 
guessing at the former existence of a geological stratum 
which does not come to the surface except in scattered 
fragments. That Hdios was originally the sun and 
MSnS the moon, no one could have doubted, except 
he who is proud of his ignorance of Greek ; but that 
Apollo too had a solar, and Ludna a lunar, origin 
was contested by many a classical scholar with the 
same eagerness with wMch many a theologian would 
fight even now against the admission of physical 
elements in the original character of Jehovah. 

Tae Vedlc Period. 

With the discovery of the Veda all this has been 
changed. Here was the very stratum, the very period 
of language and thought before our eyes, the existence, 
nay, the very possibility of which had been so keenly 
contested. That Zma was originally a name of the 
sky, could hardly have been denied by any Greek 
scholar ; but it was not till the corresponding deity, 
Dyaus, was discovered in the Veda that all opposition 
was silenced, and silenced for ever. 

How can we imagine, it used to bo said again and 
again, that the whole of the ancient Greek religion 
and mythology should have consisted in talk about 
the sun and the moon, the sky and the dawn, day 
and night, summer and winter. Surely the Greeks 
would have been mere idiots if they had found nothing 
better to engage their thoughts or to supply their 
religious cravings. 
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XTatnial FRenomena as viewed by Nomad and Aerxloultoxal 
People. 

No doutt, eTon without the evidence supplied by 
the Veda, one might have asked in return what better 
subjects there could have been in an early state of 
society, to engage the thoughts and to satisfy even 
the higher aspirations of mankind, than the wonders 
of nature — ^the daily return of the sun, which meant 
the return of light and warmth, that is, the possibility 
of life and the joy of life, — or the yearly return of the 
sun, which meant again the return of spring and 
summer after the horrors of winter, that is, the possi- 
bility of life and the joy of life. In days when a 
violent storm might turn a happy homestead to wrack 
and ruin, when a sudden rain might sweep away a 
whole harvest, and bring famine and death on a 
prosperous village, when the hot rays of the sun 
might parch the fields, kill the cattle, and spread 
pestilence among children and servants, what subjects 
could there have been nearer to the heart of man than 
the strange and staitling movements of the heavenly 
bodies, the apparent cause of all their happiness, the 
apparent cause of aU their misery on earth t 
What does a farmer talk about even now, before and 
during and after the harvest, but the weather 1 We 
have now calendars to tell us when the spring returns, 
when the summer heat may be expected, how long 
the autumn may last, and when the winter will set 
in with its snow and frost. But with the ancient 
tillers of the soil, the most highly-prized wisdom con- 
sisted in sayings and rules, handed down from father 
to son, which told when it was safe to sow, when it 
was time to mow, and how much provision was 
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wanted for a long winter, to prevent children and 
pai-ents from dying of hunger. In our days, with 
all the experience gathered in onr books, with all 
the precautions taken against the violent freaks of 
nature, with the forecasts of the weather published 
in all the newspapers, we can afford to neglect the 
signs and warnings of nature, or leave their observation 
to those whom they more specially concern. But 
ancient superstitions connected with Physical Re- 
ligion are not quite extinct even now. We may be 
sceptical as to the Halcyon birds having the power of 
quieting the sea, and unwilling to postpone our voyage 
until the return of the Pleiades. We should hardly 
believe that if Zeus has visited the earth with rain 
on a certain day, he will repeat his visits for many 
days to follow. But sailors stiU object to embark on 
a Friday, and farmers still believe that if St. Swithin 
sends rain, rain will continue for forty days. If, then, 
even in our own enlightened century, a simple-minded 
peasant may stiU be found here or there uttering a 
prayer or presenting an offering to St. Swithin, is it 
BO veiy strange that in early days, when the very 
possibility of life depended on the success of the 
harvest, the thoughts of people should have been 
almost entirely absorbed in watching those powers of 
nature on whom they felt themselves dependent for 
life, and breath, and all things ? 

If these powers had to be named, they could bo 
named, as I tried to explain in my first comse of 
lectures, as active only, as doing deeds, as working 
works;' as raining, not as rain; as storming, not as 
storm ; as feeding and protecting, like a loving father, 
or as punishing and chastising, like an angry father. 
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Given these few germs of thought which are found 
in every human heart, what is there strange or un- 
intelligible in the luxuriant growth of physical 
mythology and physical religion? 

But we need not argue this point any more. What 
was a mere postulate before the discovery of the Veda, 
has now become a fact. We have that whole primi- 
tive stratum of thought laid open before our eyes, in 
one, and that a very important part of the world. To 
those who will not see, who wiU put what they think 
ought to be in the place of what is, we can only say 
with all the frankness of the Hindu logician, ‘ It is not 
the fault of the post, if the blind man does not see it.' 

PbyBlaal BeUgloii outside of India. 

On the other hand, we must guard against exagger- 
ating the importance of the Veda. If we wished to 
study Dutch aai, we should feel it our duty, first of all, 
to go to Holland, and to examine there on the spot, 
not only the master-works, but the whole school of 
Dutch pamters. But we should not imagine that we 
had thus done our whole duty, and that the vast 
galleries in the other capitals of Europe had nothing 
to teach us. In the same way Physical Religion has 
to be studied, not only in the Veda and in India, but 
almost everywhere where historical documents enable 
us to study the gradual growth of religion. A study 
of the Veda is the best preparation for the study of 
Physical Religion ; but it does not claim to teach us 
all that can be known about the gods of nature. 

Sme meaning' of Primitive. 

Secondly, if we call the Veda primitive, it must not 
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be supposed that we imagme we can find in the Veda 
the earliest thoughts that ever passed through a human 
brain. If we call the Veda primitive, we mean two 
things ; first, that it is more primitive than any other 
literary work we are acquainted with ; secondly, that 
it eontains many thoughts which require no antece- 
dents, which are perfectly intelligible in themselves, 
thoughts, in fact, which we should call primitive, even 
if we met with them in the works of modem poets. 

But it would be the greatest mistake to imagine 
that everything in the Veda is primitive, everything is 
intelligible, everything without antecedents. The stu- 
dent of the Veda knows but too well how much there 
still remains in the Veda that is hai'd, petrified, unin- 
telligible, artificial, secondary, nay tertiary, and alto- 
gether modem in one sense of the word. The collection 
of hymns which wo chiefly mean when we speak of 
the Veda in general, is a collection of various coUeo- 
tions, and in each of these there are relics of different 
ages, mixed up together. We have to seai’ch carefully 
for what is really primary in thought, for the later 
rubbish is much more abundant than the original gold. 
The Vedio poets themselves make no secret of this. 
They speak of old and of living poets, they know of 
ancient and recent deeds of the gods. Their very lan- 
guage bewrays the date of many of the Vedic hymns. 
The distances between the intellectual layers forming 
the collection of the Rig-veda are so enormous that 
most scholars would hesitate to translate them into 
any chronological language. And yet, for all that and 
for all that, we possess in the whole world no literary 
relics intellectually older than the oldest hymns of 
the Eig-veda, and I doubt whether we possess any 
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literary relics chronologically older, at all events in 
our own, the Aryan world. 

BlsooTarlea of Aaolent Life. 

We have lived to eee many discoveries, revealing to 
us the buried life of ancient nations. I still remembet 
the amazement produced by the resurrection of Pompeii 
and Herculanum, If you want to realise the feelings 
with which the highest intellecta regarded that dis- 
covery, read SchiUer’a poems, or read a novel which I 
can still read with , uniminished admiration, particu- 
larly when I remember that it was written in 1882 by 
a young man, not more than twenty-seven years of 
age — I mean Bulwer’s ‘ Last Days of Pompeii.’ I have 
seen and known the naost learned and the most bril- 
liant young men whom our Universities now send out 
into the world — must confess I have never met with 
one who, at the age of twenty-seven, could have pro- 
duced a work so full of genius and so full of learning 
also. 

Then followed the wonderful discoveries in Egypt, 
the Rosetta stone supplying to OhampoUion the key 
to the decipherment of the hieroglyphic inscriptions, 
and every year adding new treasures to our museums, 
new materials to our Egyptian grammars and dic- 
tionaries, tin now it would seem as if all Egyptian 
mysteries had been revealed, and the ancient language, 
spoken and written there thousands of years B. 0 ., 
could be read with the same ease as Greek and 
Latin 

About the same time the kingdoms of Persia, of 
Babylon and Nineveh shook off the shroud of sand 
under which they had so long been buried. And bere 
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too the geniua of Grotefend, of Bnmouf, Lassen and 
Rawlinson broke the spell of those long rows of wedges 
or aarows, which seemed more meaningless even than 
hieroglyphics, and restored to us first the contempora- 
neous edicts of Darius and Xerxes, and afterwards the 
very archives of the ancient kings of Babylon and 
Nineveh. With the help of cuneiform grammars and 
dictionaries the Persian, Babylonian, and Assyrian 
texts can now be read by all who possess the patience 
of real students. We were told at the International 
Congress of Orientalists at Stockholm in 1889 that 
there are at present in the United States of America 
thirty chairs filled by professors who lecture to good 
audiences on Cuneiform Insciiptions, on the language, 
religion, and history of Persia, Babylon, Nineveh, and 
Accadia. This shows how rapidly a discovery can 
progress, and how widely-spread an interest still exists, 
even in our utilitarian age, in the earliest history of 
the human race. 


Dlaaorexy of tbe Teda. 

Less remarked, though certainly not less remarkable 
than these unexpected finds in Egypt and Babylon, 
was tho discovery of the Veda, which took place about 
the same time. It was in one sense even more im- 
portant, for it revealed to us, not only inscriptions, 
but a real full-grown literature, and a literature con- 
taining the annals of our own, the Aryan, race. The 
French have a saying that it is always the unexpected 
that happens, .^d certaitily, if anything was unex- 
pected, it was the discovery of a literature in India, in 
distant India, among dark-skinned people, of a litera- 
ture more ancient than Homer, of a language less 
( 2 ) 0 
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cbaaiged than Latin, of a religion more primitive than 
that of the Germane as described by Tacitus, and yet 
intimately connected ■with all of them. It is true the 
literature of ancient India had not been buried in the 
earth, it was never altogether lost in its own country. 
But so far as Europe and European science were con- 
cerned, the Veda was as good as buried, nay as non- 
existent, and what is more extraordinary still, it 
remained as if non-existent for. European scholars long 
after the discovery of India, long after the discovery 
of the ordinary Sanskrit literature. 

The Veda has now become the foundation of all 
linguistic, mythological, and religious studies. Even 
the minutest changes of vowels in Greek and in 
English find their final explanation nowhere but in 
the accents of V edic words. Many of the most impox’- 
tant names of Greek and Eoman gods and goddesses 
remain dumb, till they are made to speak once more, 
when brought face to face with the gods and goddesses 
of the Veda. Nay, religion itself, which seemed to 
some scholar's so irrational and unnatural a creation 
‘ that it could have been invented by one man only, 
and he probably a madman,’ assumes, when watched 
in the Veda, a character so perfectly natural and 
rational, that we may boldly call it now an inevitable 
phase in the growth of the human mind. 

TJnlque Ohaxaoter of the Veda. 

In saying this I am not afraid that I shall be 
charged with exaggeratmg the importance of the 
Veda. There was a time when it was thought neces- 
sary to protest against the assumption that the Veda 
reflected the image of the earliest phase of Aryan life. 
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nay of all human life on earth. I am not aware that 
so preposterous a claim in favour of the Veda had 
really ever been made by any scholar. It seems only 
another instance of a very common practice in the 
republic of letters. A purely imaginary danger is con- 
jured up, in order to claim the merit of having 
stemmed it. I do not mean, to say that there may 
not have been an unguarded expression here and 
there which could be construed as claiming for the 
Veda a primordial antiquity. After all, scholars write 
for scholars, and they take it for granted that even 
their somewhat enthusiastic expressions will not be 
misinterpreted so as to become unmeaning and absmd. 
Now for a scholar it would be nothing short of absuid 
to claim for the Vedic poetry a primordial character. 
Whoever the feet inhabitants of our earthly Paradise 
may liave been, they certainly did not speak the lan- 
guage of tiae V eda, which shows as many rings within 
rings as the oldest ti-unks in the Yosemite valley. 
Nor would it be less absurd to represent the Veda as 
a literary monument dating from the undivided Aryan 
period. The division of the Aryan race into its two 
chief branches, the North-Western and South-Eastern, 
belongs to a time beyond the reach of historical chro- 
nology, whereas the date claimed for the Veda does 
not exceed the second millennium s. o. 

There are misunderstandings against which one 
does not guard, because they seem impossible, at least 
‘ within the profession.’ 

But, on the other hand, who can deny that the 
Veda is the oldest monument of Aryan speech and 
Aryan thought which we possess ? Who can wonder 
at the enthusiasm with which its discovery was 

Oa 
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greeted, at the eagerness with which the Vedxo MSS. 
were seized, copied, collated, and published, and at 
the zeal with which its treasures have been ransacked 
and brought to light? What Aryan nation could 
produce anything to match the Veda? Beautiful as 
the Homeric poems are — ^for power of description infi- 
nitely Bupei’ior to anything in the Veda — ^yet they 
exhibit a far more advanced state of society, so 
modern in many of its aspects that we ourselves 
could almost feel at home in it. Besides, they repre- 
sent chiefly the outward life, and allow us but few 
glimpses into those inward thoughts about gods and 
men, about this life and the next, which find ex- 
pression in the hymns of the Veda. And if no one 
would blame the historian who drew the picture of 
early chivalry from the Iliad, or the idyl of early 
domestic life from the Odyssey, why should we wonder 
at the student of religion drawing his most valuable 
lessons from the Veda? We shall certainly not find 
in the Veda the archives either of the first man or of 
the undivided Aryan race, but we do find there, and 
there alone, the oldest record of what one branch of 
that race thought about this life and its many pro- 
blems, and what it believed about the gods and another 
life. And if among the gods worshipped in the Veda 
we find some that have the same names as the gods 
of other Aryan nations, such as, for instance, Dyaus 
and Zeus, is it so wild an assumption to maintain 
that some of the antecedents of the Greek and Boman 
gods may be discovered in the Veda ? May we not 
say with the Preacher, ‘ Be not righteous over much, 
neither make thyself over wise : why shouldest thou 
destroy thyself ?’ 
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Neither the hieroglyphic inscriptions of Egypt nor 
the cylinders of Babylon can lend us such assistance 
for our studies, more particularly for the study of the 
historical growth of that Ajryan race, to which we 
and the greatest historical nations ofthe world belong, 
as the Veda. The first thing, therefore, which I shall 
have to do is to give you an account of how the Veda 
was discovered, and what the Veda really is. 



LECTURE n. 


TliE VEDA. AKD THE TESTIMONIES TO ITS EARLY 
EXISTENCE. 

Bov did tRe Teda lieooiiOLo knoviiT 

T here seems to be a general agreement among 
Sanskrit soholars that the Vedio hymns, as we 
now possess them, collected in the Rig-veda-sa?»hitel, 
were composed between 1600 and 1000 B. c. Why that 
date has been fixed upon we shall have to consider 
hereafter, but it is well to say at once, that we must 
not expect the same kind of historical evidence for a 
date reaching back to 1500 b.o. which we have a right 
to demand for a date 1500 a. d. There are different 
degrees of certainty, and it is the neglect of this in- 
evitable feiOtwhich causes so much needless controversy 
between specialists and outsiders. The date assigned 
to the poetry of the Veda m and will always remain 
hypothetical. To critical scholars it would, I believe, 
be a real relief if a later date could be assigned to 
some portions of that sacred collection. But we can 
hardly hope for new evidence to enable us to fix Vedic 
dates. Historical dates require the evidence of con- 
temporary witnesses, and it is difficult to say where 
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■we should look for witnesses, outside of India, and 
contemporary -with the Vedic Rishis. 

Wo Porelgn Watlons mentloiiod In the Teda. 

We find no traces in the ancient Vedic literature of 
India of any contact with foreign nations. It has 
been supposed by some scholars that the names of the 
Parthians and Persians, or even of the Bactrians, were 
known to the poets of the Veda, but the evidence on 
which they rely is very uncertain 

Tae Voda not moutioned hy Toxelga Watlosa. 

Nor do we find in the annals of other nations any 
traces of their acquaintance with India before the 
sixth century B.O. 

Early Contact lietween India and Egypt, Babylon, Persia. 

W/iether there had been any intercourse, direct or 
indirect, between India and Greece before the sixth 
century B.O. we cannot teU. Some scholars imagine 
that Homer’s Ethiopians, who dwelt towards the 
rising of the sun, were meant for the people of India, 
but this belongs to a class of conjectures to which we 
can say neither yes nor no. If India was known to 
the Greeks at that early time, it could only have been 
through the Phenicians. It is well kno'wn that among 
the articles of merchandise brought home by the 
fleets of Hiram and Solomon, there were some which 
by their origin and name point to India. If we look 
at a map on which the stations are marked which 
were established by Phenician merchants before 
' See Appendix I. 
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BOO E.a, we see that the whole coast of the Medi- 
terranean, from Tyre and Sidon to Gibraltar, from 
Carthage to Maraeillea, had been explored by them. 
The Mediterranean was then, as it is still, the mart of 
the world. The Greeks in Asia Minor and in. Europe, 
the Phenieians and the Egyptians occupied its borders, 
and we know now from Babylonian and Egyptian 
inscriptions that there was a very early diplomatic and 
commercial intercourse between Egypt and Babylon. 
We must remember also that the people on the 
Egyptian or Ethiopian side of the Eod Sea could 
hai'dly have been ignorant of the people on the 
Arabian side, or the people on the Arabian side of 
the Persian gulf unacquainted with the existence 
of people on the Persian side. Commerce was even 
then a magnetic force that attracted nation to nation, 
and merchants, less bold even than the Phenieians, 
would not have been frightened by a voyage from the 
sea that received the Tigris and Euphrates to the sea 
that received the Indus and the rivers of the Peni&b. 

Yet the name of India, to say nothing of the name 
of the Veda, is never mentioned in the more ancient 
inscriptions of Egypt and Babylon. The only evidence 
of a possible contact between India and Egypt at that 
early time is the occurrence of the word /ca/it, ape, 
which is said by Professor Dumichen to be found in a 
text of the seventeenth century This hafu is sup- 
posed to be the same word as the Hebrew hofh, ape, 
which occurs in the first book of Kings, x. 22. Here 
we read that ‘ Solomon had at sea a navy of Tharshish 
with the navy of Hiram, and that once in three years 

‘ Dio Plotte einer .wayptischon KOnigin in dem 17. Johrhundert, 
186S j table II, p. 17. 
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came the navy of Tharshish, bringing gold, silver, 
ivory, and apea, and peacocks.’ All these ai’ticles -were 
the products of the soil and dimate of India, and the 
Sanskrit name for ape is leapi. Here then the single 
■word laipi may possibly indicate the route of commerce 
from India to Judaea and Phenici’a, and from thence 
to Egypt, in the seventeenth century B. c. 

The same animal, the ape, is supposed to attest an 
early intei’course between India and Babylon also. It 
occurs with other animals on the black obelise from 
Nineveh, now in the British Museum. 

Though the armies of the great conquerors of 
Mesopotamia must have approached very near to the 
frontiers of India, they have left no traces of their 
presence there, nor have they brought any intelligence 
of India back to Babylon or Nineveh. The idea that 
the Indian division of the heavens into twenty-seven 
or twenty-eight Nakshatras was of Babylonian origin, 
and the assertion that the name of the Babylonian 
weight, TOiia or mina, occurred in the Veda as manft, 
rest both on no valid authority. In the half-legendary 
account given by Diodorus Siculus (ii. 16-19) of the 
expedition of Semiramis against India, possibly 
derived from Ctesias, the name of the Indian king 
who in the end repels the foreign invaders, has been 
supposed to bear evidence of the Sanskrit language 
being known to the people of Babylon. It is StciJ)ro~ 
baies, which may represent the Sk. sthavira-pati, 
the strong lord ; but this also is doubtful 

^ Lassen explains Stabrobates as stbiauri-patl, lord, of bulls ; 
Bohlen as stliavara-pati, lord of the conthieiit, both impossible. 
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Oreek Accounts of India. — Skrlox. 

The fil’st Greek who is supposed to have actually 
visited India and to have written an account of it, 
was SIcylax. He lived before Herodotus, who tells us 
(iv. 44) that Darius Hystargus (512-486), wishing to 
know where the river Indus fell into the sea, sent 
a naval expedition, and with it Skylax of Karyanda 
in Karia ’^. 

As soon, however, as Greek historiography begins, 
we find that the name of India was known. Hekataeos 
knows it, Herodotus knows it, both living in Asia 
Minor. But why did they call the country India ? 

Persia has formed at all times a connecting link 
between India and the Greeks of Asia Minor. In the 
ancient sacred literature of Media and Persia, in the 
Avesta of Zoroaster, India is mentioned under the 
same peculiar name which it has in the Veda. In the 
Veda the home of the Aryas in India is called Sapta 
Sindhava/i, the Seven Rivers, that is, the five rivers 
of the PenjS.b with the Sarasvati, a river which after- 
wards disappeared, and the Indus. The very same 
peculiar name, which is used during the Vedic age 
only, appears in the Avesta as Hapta He?idu. This 
cannot be a mere accident, but proves, like many 
other coincidences between Vedic Sanskrit and ZenA 
that, long after the Aryan separation, there was a 
continued historical contact between the Vedic poets 
and the people among whom at one time the 
Zoroastnan religion flourished. 

Hapta HeTidu is exactly the same name as 
Sapta Sindhu, by a change of s into h. The name 


* See Appendix n. 
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of India must have reached the Greeks through a 
language in -which, as in Persian, every initial s was 
represented by h, for it is thus only that we can 
account for the Greek form India, instead of what we 
should expect, if the Sanskrit word Sindhu had 
reached the Greeks directly, namely Sindia. 

Persia continued to serve as a bridge between India 
and Greece in later times also, for in the Persian 
cuneiform inscription at Nakshi Rustam we find 
among the provinces paying tribute to Darius, Hindu 
mentioned by the side of loniane, Spartans, Bactrians, 
Parthiana, and Medea. Long before Alexander’s dis- 
covery of India, Greek writers, such as HekataeOs 
(b.o. 549-486) and Herodotus, possessed some in- 
formation about that distant country beyond its mere 
name. Hekataeos mentions the river Indus, Herodotus 
speaks of the Qandarioi, a race evidently identical 
with the GandhSiras, mentioned in the Rig-veda, 
whose town Kaspapyros was known to Hekataeos. 
Herodotus (i. 131) knows even the name of one of the 
deities, worshipped in common by the Vedic Indians 
and the Persian Zoroastrians, namely Mitra ; but how 
superficial his knowledge was is best shown by the 
fact that he takes Mitra for a female deity, corre- 
spnn ding to the Assyrian Mylitta, the Arabian Alitta. 

Alexander’s Expedition to India. 

There seems to have been from very early times a 
vague impression that India, like Egypt, was the home 
of an ancient wisdom. Alexander himself shared that 
idea, and was most anxious therefore to get a glimpse 
of the wisdom of the Brahmans, by oonversiog with 
them through the aid of various interpreters. It is 



LEOTBBB 11. 


as 

quite possible that those of his companions who were 
enti’usted with a description of Alexander’s campaigns 
may have written down a full account of the BiAhmana, 
paiiioularly of the so-eaUed Hyldbioi, the dwellers in 
the forest, cadled in Sanskrit vSiuaprastha, and of the 
ancient literature which they possessed. But whether 
by accident or through the indifference of the later 
Greeks, scanty fragments only have been prescerved of 
these writings. Nor do we possess more than frag- 
ments of the description of India, composed by Mega- 
sthenes, who stayed at Patna (P&taliputra = Pali- 
bothra) as ambassador of Seleucos to the King of the 
Prasii, the famous Z'andi’agupta, about 295 B. o. ; stiU 
less of Ktesias, who, though he did not actually live in 
India, gathered much information about that wonderful 
countiy, when staying at the oourt of Dariut II and 
Artaxerxea Mnemon, about 400 n. 0. 

Certain it is that the name of the Yeda is never 
mentioned in Greek literatui-e, and that nothing bnt 
vague ideas about the wisdom of the Brfthmana were 
current among the philosophers of Greece and Rome. 
Early Christian writers also, who speak of the religions 
of India, and are able to distinguish between the reli- 
gion of Brflhmans and Buddhists, never refer to the 
sacred literature of the Br&hmans under the nam,e of 
Veda. 


OantMt ‘«rltlL Ohlna. 

The first people who give us authentic information 
about the Veda, you will be surprised to hear, are' the 
Chinese. There exists a curious prejudice against all 
that is Chinese, We seem to look upon the Chinese 
very much as they look upon us, as Outer Barbarians. 
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"We find it very difficult to take them, aa .the French 
say, au grand s4neux. They seem to us queer, funny, 
not quite like other people — certainly not like Greeks 
and Romans, not even like Indians and Persians. 
And yet when we examine them literature, whether 
ancient or modern, it is by no means so very different 
from that of other nations. Their interests are much 
the same as ours, and there is certainly no lack of 
seriousness in their treatment of the highest problems 
of religion, morality, and philosophy. 

There are in China three religions, that of Confucius, 
that of Lao-tze, and that of Buddha. Confucius and 
Lao-tze lived both in the sixth century B.d. They 
were, however, restorers rather than founders of reli- 
gion. The religion of Buddha reached China from 
India about the begiiming of our era. 

The name of iTina occurs in the epic literature of 
India as the name of a people on the North-Eastern 
finntiers of the country. But whether it was intended 
as a name of China is doubtful^. 

The three religions of China have had their contro- 
versies and their hostile conflicts. But aU three are 
now regarded as recognised systems of faith in China, 
and the Emperor of China is expected to profess all 
three, and to attend their special services on great 
occasions. Here we are at once inclined to smile, and 
to doubt the seriousness of a religious faith that could 
thus conform to three systems, so different from each 
other as Confucianism, Taoism, and Buddhism. We 
pride ourselves on attending the services of none but 
our own sect or subdivision of the great divisions of 


>■ gee Lassen, Indischa AUerthumalamdt, P. p. 1029. 
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Christendom. We are apt to suspect indifference, 
latitudinarianism, or scepticism in any memher of the 
Church of England who should attend the communion 
of any other Christian sect. But the official attendance 
of the Emperor of China in the temples of Confucian- 
ists, Taoists, and Buddhists admits of a diflFerent inter- 
pretation also. May it not .show that the wisest of 
their statesmen had' recognmed that there was some 
truth, some eternal truth, in every one of these three 
religiona ; that the amount of truth on which they all 
agreed was much greater and much more important 
than the points of doctrine on which they diffei’ed, and 
that the presence of the Emperor at the services of 
the three religiona of his subjects was the most efficient 
way of preaching tolerance, humility, or, if you like, 
Christian charity. We are hut too ready to judge 
heathen nations, without considering how much of 
charitable interpretation we have to claim for our- 
selves. 


BndOlilst FUgrinis. 

How .serious a Chinaman can be about his religion, 
you will be able to gather from the lives of those 
Buddhist Pilgrims to whom we owe the first authentic 
account of the 'Veda. Why did these pilgrims go from 
China to India — a journey which even now is con- 
sidered by geographical explorers as one of the most 
perilous, and as requiring no less of human endurance 
and bravery than Stanley’s exploration of Africa 1 
They went there for the sake of their religion. India 
was to them their Holy Land. Buddhism had reached 
China at the beginning of our era from Northern 
Lidia, and to visit the holy places where Buddha had 
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been bom, bad lived, taught, and died, was as much 
the dream of a devout Buddhist in China as to visit 
the Holy Sepulchre at Jerusalem was the dream of 
many a poor palmer and many a valiant Crusader in 
Christendom. 

We possess the descriptions of these Buddhist pil- 
grimages, extending from about 400 A. D. to 1000 A, n. 
The most important are those of P&-hian, 399-414, 
Hiouen-thsang, 629-645, and I-tsing, 673-695. Their 
works have been translated into French and into 
English too by Stanislas Julien, Professor Legge, 
Dr. Beal, and others. While the companions of 
Alexander had no eyes to see the existence of 
Sacred Books, such as the Yeda, in India, the 
Chinese pilgrims not only give us the name of the 
Veda, but they actually learnt Sanskrit, and they were 
able to point out the differences between the ordinary 
Sanskrit and the more ancient language used in the 
Veda. You know how highly Christian apologists 
value any mention of, or quotations from the New 
Testament, occurring in ancient authors, in order to 
prove the existence of the Gospels at a certain date, 
or to confirm the authenticity of certain Epistles as 
read in the first, second, and third centuries A. D. The 
critical student of the Veda has the same interest in 
collecting independent testimonies as to the existence 
and authenticity of the Veda from century to century, 
and here the testimony of the Chinese pilgrims stands 
first among those coming &om people outside India, 
from what the BrShmans also would- call ‘ Outer Bar- 
barians,’ or M.lekkhaB\ 


‘ See note in Appendix III. 
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Kater Ooutaot trttb Persia. 

The next people from whom we might have ex- 
pected direct information about the ancient Vedic 
literature of India are the Persians. I do not mean 
the ancient Persians, the subjects of Daiius or Xerxes, 
for they have left us no information about their own 
sacred literature, much less about that of their neigh- 
boims. I mean the Persians of the sixth century A. D. 
The kings of Persia at that time, such as Khosru 
Nushirvan, were men of literary tastes, patrons of 
poets and philosophers. We know that they enter- 
tained the greatest admiration for the literature of 
India, and patronised the translation of several San- 
skrit works into Pehlevi, the literary language of 
Persia at that time. But wo look in vain for any 
mention of the sacred books of the Br8,hman, and it 
is doubtful whether the translators of the othoi’ San- 
skrit texts wei’6 aware of their existence ^ 

AUBlranl, 1000 A. D. 

Some of the books which during the Sassanian 

' It is stated in the Diukard, as translated by Hr, West, that the 
Sasaanians coUected information fcom Arum (the Byzantine Empire) 
and n-om mndukan (.the Hindus). The names even of HSS. oi-e 
given, hut there is nothing in them that points to India. One 
curious ooinoidence, however, has been pointed out hy Mr. 'West. 
The human body is apportioned between the four professions, priest- 
hood being on the head, warriorship on the hand, husbandry on the 
belly, and artizanship on the foot. The names of the four castes 
are derived from the Avesta, but the idea itself seems to have been 
borrowed from the Veda. Here we read, X. 90, 12, 

BrahmanAA asya mAkham tsit, bAhtf rtlf/anya/i kWtAA 
■Ord tiSt asya yut vaisyaft padbhySm sAdrdfe a^hyata. 

* The Brilhmana was his mouth, the BAfranya was made his two 
arms, his two legs were the Vahya, from his two feet the BAdra 
was born.’ 
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period had been translated from Sanskrit into Pehlevi 
or ancient Persian were afterwards, in the eighth 
century, translated into Arabic, and some of them, 
such as the fables of Bidptu, have served to carry the 
fame of the wisdom of the Brahmans all over Europe. 
But the Vedas remained unknown to other Oriental 
nations till about 1000 a. d. At that time the north 
of India was conquered by Sultsln Mahmud of Ghazna, 
who from time to time made predatory expeditions to 
plunder and destroy the richest temples of India at 
Taneshar, Mathuri, Kanoj, and Somn&th^. After 
taking Khiva in 1017, he carried off among other 
prisoners and hostages a learned astronomer and 
astrologer, best known by the name of Al-Birhni. 
During thirteen years which he spent in India, 1017- 
1080, Al-BirCmi devoted himself sedulously to the 
study of Sanskrit and Sanskrit literature. It was for- 
merly supposed that he translated not only from San- 
skrit into Arabic and Persian, but likewise, what would 
have been a much more arduous task, from Arabic 
and Peraian into Sanskrit. Dr. Sachau, the learned 
editor and translator of Al-Bir&ni’s great work on 
India, has shown that this was not the case, and that 
all we can say with safety is that he was able to read 
Sanskrit texts with the help of native Pandits. But 
for all that, Al-Birftnl was a most remarkable and 
exceptional man for his time, a man of wide sympa- 
thies, a true philosopher, and an acute observer. The 
very idea of learning a foreign language, except perhaps 
Persian or Turkish, had never entered at that time the 
head of any Mohammedan. As to studying the religion 


* Al-BirCnl, translated by Saohau, voL i. p. xvii. 
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of the infidels, it would have been considered damnable. 
Al-Birfinl showed himself free fr'om all such prejudices, 
and the world owes to him the fii'st accurate and com- 
prehensive account of Indian literature and religion^. 
If his writings had been more widely known, and if, 
more particularly, European scholars had been ac- 
quainted with them at the time when Sanskrit litera- 
ture began to attract the interest of Sir William Jones, 
Colebrooke, and others, many discoveries which taxed 
the ingenuity of European scholars need not have 
been made at all, for Al-Birfini would have told us all 
we wanted to know. Ho know the four Vedas, the 
Eig-veda, Yaf/ur-veda, Sama-veda, and Atharva-veda. 
He knew that the Vedas, even in bis time, in the 
eleventh centmy, were not allowed to be written, but 
were handed down by oral tradition, which was con- 
sidered far safer than the pen of a ready writer (vol. i. p. 
126). He tells us, what we can hardly accept as true for 
the whole of India, that it was not long before his time 
when Vasukra, a native of Kashmir, a famous Biihman, 
undertook the task of explaining the Veda and com- 
mitting it to writing (vol.i. p. 126), because ho was afraid 
that it might bo forgotten and entirely vanish from 
the memories of men. He asserts that the Hindu con- 
sider as canonical only that which is known by heart, 
not that which is written, and he remarks that even 
their scientific works were composed in metre, in order 
to facilitate their being learnt by heart (vol. i. p. 19). 
All this and a great deal more he tells us as an eye- 


Al-Birdut's India, An Account of the Eeligion, Milosophy, LiUraiura, 
Ommokigy, Asiranemy, Oushma, Laa, met Aatrdogy of India, about 1030, 
edited and translated by Pr. Saohau. 
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-witness, and as one who could command the services 
of the best native scholars. 

Emperor AKbar, 1656-1605. 

It is strange, however, that the account ho gave 
of the Vedas should have attracted so little attention 
either in the East or in the West. Five centuries 
passed before the Vedas were really placed in the 
bright light of history, and even then only a small 
portion of the Vedas was rendered accessible by means 
of translation. This took place during the reign of 
the great Emperor Akbar, 1556-1605. He knew of 
the Vedas, and in his eagerness to become acquainted 
■with all tho religions of the world before founding 
his own religion, he made great eiforts to obtain a 
translation of them. But his efforts were in vain. 
We hear indeed of a translation of the Atharva-veda, 
made for Akbar. But the Atharva-veda, as we shall 
see, is very different from the other Vedas, and the 
portions of that Veda, translated for Akbar, were most 
likely the Upanishads only. These Upanishads are 
•the philosophical appendices of the Veda, more par- 
ticularly of the Atharva-veda. They are deeply in- 
teresting, though as philosophy rathei’ than as religion. 

P^uoe d6t 4, tvaiisl&tor of the VpajilshadSi 

One hundred years after Akbar they fascinated D8.r&, 
the unfortunate son of Shlh Jehan, as they have, 
fascinated others in later times. Prince Dfi,rS. is said 
to have learnt Sanskrit in order to translate the 
Upanishads from Sanskrit into Persian, and a year 
after he had accomplished his task, he was murdered 
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by his brother Aurungzebe. It was this Persian 
translation of the Upanishads -which Anquetil Du- 
perron translated again into Latin in 1795, and it 
was DupeiTon’s Latin translation which inspired 
Schopenhauer, and furnished to him, as he himself 
declares, the fundamental principles of hie own phi- 
losophy. 


SoaovealMiaaE. 

Nothing shows more clearly the indefatigable in- 
dustry and at the same time the wonderful perspicacity 
of that great philosopher, than his being able to find his 
way through the labyrinth of an uncouth Latin trans- 
lation, and to discover behind the strangest disguises 
the sublime truths hidden in the Upanishads. Honest 
as he was, Schopenhauer declared openly tliat his own 
philosophy was founded on that of the Upanishads. 

‘ From every sentence of these Upanishads,’ he writes, 

‘ deep, original, and sublime thoughts arise, and the 
whole is pervaded by a high and holy and earnest 
spuit. Indian air surrounds us, and original thoughts 
of kindred spirits. And oh, how thoroughly is the 
mind here washed clean of all eai-ly engrafted Jewish 
superstitions, and of all philosophy that cringes before 
-those superstitions 1 In the whole world there is no 
study, except that of the originals, so beneficial and 
so elevating as that of the Oupnekhat. It has been 
the solace of my life, it will be the solace of my 
deaths’ 

^ The Uponlahads,' translated, by E. M. M., in Soared Boohs of the 
Bast, Tol, i. p, Ixi. 



LECTURE in. 


THE VEDA AS STUDIED BY EUBOPEAN SCHOIABS. 


Tlixead of onx Axgnment, 

I N a course of lectures we must try never to lose 
our way. 

Where are we 1 

We ai-e studying Physical Religion — ^the roads that 
led from Nature to Nature’s gods— to Nature’s God. 
I stated that this phase of religious , growth can best 
bo studied in the Veda. And the next question was, 
What is the Veda — and, How did we come to know 
it? 

Now, if you had asked the most learned Professor, 
not more than a hundred yeare ago, What is the 
Veda? — he would most likely have had to say, what 
no Professor likes to say, I don’t know. Not quite 
so many years ago, when Professor Wilson offered 
a translation of the Veda to one of our greatest 
publishers, he was met by the question, ‘And pray, 
Sir, what is the Veda?’ 

I therefore feel in duty bound to explain, first of 
all, how the world came to know the Veda, and who 
are the first people outside of India that bear witness 
to its existence. 
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The Greeks did not mention the Veda, though no 
doubt it existed long before Alexander, nor the 
Persians, nor the Jews. The first people outside 
India who knew the Veda were the Chinese. Then 
followed' Al-Birfinl, at the court of Mahmud of 
Ghazna (about 1000 A.D.), and lastly the Empei-or 
Akbar and his literary Mends, in the second half 
of the sixteenth century. All these bear witness to 
the existence of the Veda. But they are witnesses 
who lived in the East. We have now to see how 
the Veda became known in the West, how a know- 
ledge of that ancient literature reached the scholars 
of Europe. 

Enxopeau Ulasionasies in Xndla. 

At the court of Akbar, and again, at the court of 
Amungzebe (1668-1707'), there were several European 
missionaries who took port in the religious and phi- 
losophical discussions of the time, and who ought to 
have been acquainted with the Vedas, if only by 
name. But it would seem as if the Brfihmans, though 
anxious to have their literature known and appre- 
ciated by their conquerors, were more anxious still 
to keep their sacred literatm*e, the Vedas, out of sight 
of any strangers. Their law-books are full of threaten- 
ings against any one who should divulge the Veda, 
and it seems certainly a fact that the Emperor Akbar, 
omnipotent as he was, did not succeed in pei-suadihg 
any BrMiman to translate the real Veda for him 

It was only when Christian missionaries began 
themselves to learn the classical language of the 
BiAhmans, the so-called Sanskrit, that they became 

^ Seo a story about an attempted translation of the Veda in 
Seiince of Language, vol. i, p, 206. 
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awaj'e of the existeiioe of the old sacred books, called 
the Veda. 

Francis Xavier, who went as a missionary to India 
in the first half of the sixteenth century, was honest 
enough to confess that he could not learn the language. 

‘ I do not understand that people,’ he writes, ‘ nor do 
they understand me.’ Yet this is the same Xavier 
who is always mentioned as one of the fii’st successful 
missionaries in India, nay to whom, under the name 
of St. Francis Xavier, his admirers ascribed the gift 
of tongues. 

In the second half of that century, however, a 
successful attempt was made by some Roman Oatboho 
missionaries at Qoa to learn Sanskrit with the help 
of a converted Brahman, and early in the seventeenth 
century the famous missionary, Roberto do’ Hobili, 
had made himself thoroughly acquainted, not only 
with the Sanskrit language, but with Sanslmt litera- 
ture also. That he knew the Veda, and that he had 
learnt to appreciate its enormous authority among 
the higher dasses in India, is best shown by the fact 
that he announced himself as come to preach a new 
Veda. Whether he actually composed such a work 
we do not know, but it seems quite certain that the 
notorious Ezour-veda was not his work. This 
Ezour-veda was a poor compilation of Hindu and 
Christian doctrines mixed up together in the most 
ohildiRh way, and was probably the work of a half- 
educated native convert at Pondicheny. A French 
translation of this work was sent to Voltaire, who 
presented it to the Royal Library at Paris in 1761. 
It was published by Sainte-Croix in 1778, under the 
title of L'Enow V^dam, ou ancien cownwitawe du 
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V^dam, contenant V exposition des opinions rdigieuses 
et pMlosopMques des IndouSt tradniit du Samscretam 
par un Brame. How a man of Voltaire’s taste could 
have been taken in by such a work is difficult to 
understand to any one who takes the trouble to read 
the two volumes. Yet Voltaire spoke of it as ‘the 
most precious gift for whidi the West has ever been 
indebted to the East,’ and he placed its date four 
centuries before Alexander. In plain Enghsh, the 
whole book is childish drivel. 

To us the book is chiefly interesting as showing 
when the name of Veda began first to be more generally 
known among the literary men of Europe. The 
Roman Catholic missionaries in India had begun to 
grapple with the real Veda early in the eighteenth 
century, but their communications in the Lettres 
idijiantes attracted much less attention than the 
eulogies of a spurious Veda, trumpeted forth by so 
powerful a trumpeter as Voltaire, Eather Calmette, 
for instance, in a letter from Carnata in the south of 
India, dated January, 1733, assures us that his friends 
were not only well grounded in Sanskrit, but were 
able to read the Veda. This shows decided progress, 
and a recognition of the fact of which Sanskrit students 
are painfully aware, that a man may be well grounded 
in Sanskrit, and yet unable to read the Veda. He 
also knows that there are four Vedas which, as he 
states, ‘ contain the law of the Br&.hmans, and which 
the Indians from time immemorial regarded as their 
sacred books, as books of an irrefragable authority and 
as coming from God Himself.’ Father Calmette was 
evidently quite aware of the importance of a knowledge 
of the Vedas for missionary purposes, and of the im-' 
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mense influence whioli the Vedas continued to exercise 
on the religious convictions of the people. ‘ IVom the 
time,’ he writes, ‘ that missionaries first went to India, 
it has always been thought to he impossible to find this 
hook which is so much respected by the Indians. And, 
indeed, we should never have succeeded, if we had 
not had Brahmans, who are Christians, hidden among 
them. For how would they have communicated this 
hook to Europeans, and particularly to the enemies of 
their religion, as they do not communicate it even to 
the Indians, except to those of their own caste.’ He 
then adds what shows that his informants had been 
hona fide students of the Veda. ‘The most extra- 
ordinary part is that those who are the depositaries of 
the Veda do not understand its meaning; for the 
Veda is written in a very ancient language, and the 
Samouscroutam (that is, the Sanskrit), which is as 
familiar to their learned men as Latin is to us, is not 
sufficient, without the help of a commentary, to ex- 
plain the thoughts as weE as the words of the Veda.’ 

This statement is impoi’tant in several respects. 
You will have remarked the expression, ‘those who 
are the depositaries of the Veda.’ He does not say 
that he has as yet seen or handled the books con- 
taining the text of the Veda; he speaks only of 
depositaries of the Veda. This shows, what we now 
know to have been the case always, that the BrShmans 
at his time, and in the south of India, did not depend 
on books or manuscripts for the preservation of the 
Veda, but that they knew it by heart, and learnt 
it by heart from the mouth of a teacher. It does 
not foUow that they did not possess manuscripts 
also of the Veda. It is true that in their law- 
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books the copying of the Veda and the selling of 
manuscripts is strictly forbidden, but the fact that 
it 'was necessary to forbid this shows, of course, 
that the law was broken. Manuscripts of the Veda 
did exist in the last century, for we possess them, 
and Father Calmette also succeeded after a time in 
procuring some of them. They may have existed 
as soon as the art of writing for literary purposes 
began to be practised in India, say a century or two 
before the beginning of the Christian eia. But they 
never assumed the authority which the litera scripta 
assumed in Europe. The Br&hmans themselves were 
the true depositaries of the Veda; they were the 
books, and more than the books, inasmuch as an 
unbroken oral tradition was supposed to connect each 
successive generation with the original composers, or, 
speaking more accurately, with the original recipients 
of these sacred hymns. 

Another remark too of Father Calmette is very 
significant. He says, ‘They who am the deposi- 
taries of the Veda, do not understand its meaning.’ 
Now this is again perfectly true. The V eda is learnt by 
heart at first, -without any attempt at understanding it. 
It is only after the text has thus been mechanically 
engraved on the tablets of the memory, that the more 
learned among the BrAhmans endeavour to understand 
it under the guidance of their teachers and with the 
help of ancient commentaries. AH this is in accord- 
ance with their andent law-books, and exists still as 
the recognised system of education in several parts of 
India, particularly in the south. Some schools go 
even so far as to maintain that a text of the Veda, if 
not understood, is more efficient at a sacrifice than if 
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it is understood by the person who recites it. I doubt 
whether any other priestiiood has gone so far in their 
admiration of ignorance. 

However, it is quite clear that Father Cahnette 
was one of the fii-st who succeeded in getting hold of 
actual manuscripts of the Yeda. 

Father Calmette tells ue that for a long time he 
thought that the Vedas could not be found in manu- 
script. Other missionaries also tell the same story. 
Marco deUa Tomba, for instance, who was in India 
between 1767 and 1774, and who declares that he 
knew Sanskrit well enough to carry on disputations 
in it with the Brihmana, confesses that he was never 
allowed to see a manuscript of the Vedas. He 
doubts the.Veiy existence of the Vedas, but he 
speaks with the greatest admiration of the Br&hmans 
who knew whole books by heai't. At last, however, 
Father Calmette was successful. ‘It is -only five or 
six years ago,’ he writes, ‘ that I was allowed to form 
an Oriental library for the King, and charged to seek 
for Indian books for that purpose. I then made 
discoveries of groat importance for religion, among 
which I count that of the four Vedas or sacred books.’ 

And here, after Father Calmette had got actual 
possession of the Veda, and had succeeded with the help 
of some BiAhmans to decipher soiiie of its chapters, 
it is most instructive to watch the bent of his 
thoughts, and of the thoughts of many of the eaiiy 
missionaries in India. He is not bent on extracting 
from the Veda passages showing the depravity and 
absurdity of the ancient Indian religion, an occupation 
which some of our present missionaries seem tO con- 
sider their principal duty. No, the very contrary. 
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' Since the Veda is in our hands,’ he -writes, * we have 
extracted from it texts -which serve to convince them of 
those fundamental truths that must destroy idolatry ; 
for the unity of God, the qualities of the true God, and 
a state of blessedness and condemnation, are all in the 
Veda. But the ti’uths which are to be found in this 
hook are only scattered there like grains of gold in 
a heap of sand.’ 

What would some of the present Bishops in India 
say to this truly Pauline sentiment, to this attempt to 
discover in the sacred books of other nations some 
grains of gold, some common ground, on which a 
mutual understanding and a real brotherhood might 
be established between Christians and non-Christiana? 
The Erflihmans themselves are quite aware of the 
existence of these gi'ains of gold, and when accused of 
polytheism and idolatry, they themselves quote certain 
verses from the Veda to show that even in ancient 
times their prophets knew perfectly well that the 
different gods invoked for different blessings were 
only different names of the one Supreme Being. Thus 
they quote from Eig-veda I. 164, 46 : 

tndTam Mitram V&rumm. Agndn ahuA, 

Atho diyyiiA sdA suparnuA QarCtm&n. 

£kam sAt -riprOA bahttdhtl vadanti, 

Agnlsi, Tamdm, Hatarlsvauam AhuA 

‘They call Indra, Mitra, Varu'ua, Agni, then there is 
that heavenly Gaxutmat with beautiful wings: the 
One that is they speak of in different ways, they call 
it Agni, Yama, Mfi.tarisvan.’ 

This is a dear confession, if not of Monotheism, at 
least of Monism, for it should be remarked that the 
Vedic poet, when he speaks of the one that truly 
exists, the bearer of many divine names, does not 
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even venture to put it in the masculine gender, but 
calls it the Ekam Sat, the only Being that exists. 

Another well-known verse of a similar character, in 
which, however, the masculine gender and a certain 
amount of human metaphor are still preserved, occurs 
in Eig-veda X. 82, 3 : 

Y&h nah pM ^anitS y&h TldhatS, 
dh&uani v^da, bhuvanani visva, 

YaA dev^CnAni uamadhaA dkaA era, 
tarn, samprasnam bhuvanA yanti any^. 

‘ He who is our father that begot U9, he who is tho creator, 

He who knows all places and all creatures, 

He who gare names to the gods, being one only, 

To him all other creatures go, to oak him.’ 

I could add other passages, particularly from the 
Brihmanas and Upanishads, all confirming Father 
Calmette’s idea that the Veda is the best key to the 
religion of India, and that a thorough knowledge of 
it, of its strong as well as of its weak points, is in- 
dispensable to the student of religion, and more 
particularly to the missionary who is anxious to 
make sincere converts. What is extraordinary is that 
" the announcement of Father Calmette’s discovery of 
the Yeda passed oflf almost unheeded in Europe. 

Another French missionary. Father Pons, in 1740, 
sent a still more complete account of the literary 
treasures discovered in India. In it he describes tho 
four Vedas, the grammatical treatises, the six systems 
of philosophy, and the astronomy of the Hindus. 
But his communications also excited no curiosity 
except among a few members of the French Institute. 
The world at large, which would have greeted the 
discovery of a single ancient Greek statue with shouts 
of applause, had nothing to say to the unearthing 
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of a whole literature, of a whole world of ancient 
thought. 

Buropeon ScUolaxs acqiuiuted witb tlie Tedos. 

The Abb4 Barthdlemy was one of the few European 
scholars who perceived the true import of the com- 
munications sent home from India by French mis- 
sionaiies, and he asked Father Cceurdonx in 1763 to 
send home a Sanskrit grammar. This shows that 
he was in real earnest, and felt impressed with the 
duty which these extraordinary Indian discoveries 
imposed on the learned men of Europe. After a time, 
grammars of the Sanskrit language reached Europe, 
and it will always remain an honour to Eome that 
the first grammar of the Sanskrit language was pub- 
lished at Eome in 1790, by a Carmelte friai’, Paol i no 
da S; Bartolomeo. He was a German, by name of 
Johann Philip Werdin, not Wesdin, as he is often 
called, and had been actively employed as a mis- 
sionary in the south of India from 1776 to 1789. 

But after giving full credit to the labours of Paolino 
da S. Bartolomeo and other Eoman missiomirieB, the 
fact remains that there was as yet a smouldering 
curiosity only for all that concerned India. The 
fames of a true scientific enthusiasm for the ancient 
literature of that country did not burst forth till they 
were lighted by a spark of genius. That spark came 
from Sir William Jones. Sir William Jones was a 
man of classical culture and of wide interests. He 
yras at home in the best literary society of the age. 
He could speak with authority, as a scholar to 
scholars, as a philosopher to phUosophers, and as 
a man of the world to men of the world. When in 
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1789'^ he published his translation of -(SakuntailS., he 
forced the attention of the -world, not only by the unex- 
pected character of his discovery of a perfect dramatic 
work composed by a dark-skinned poet, but by the pure 
and classical style of his translation. His subseG[uent 
translation of the Laws of Manu did infinite credit to 
his patience and his ingenuity, and coming from the 
band of a professed lawyer and a judge, it could not 
but attract the serious attention of all who were 
interested in ancient history, and more particularly, 
in ancient 'law. Of course, Sanski-it scholarship has 
made progress since the days of Sir William Jones, 
and it is easy now to point out a few mistakes in his 
renderings. But true scholai's who, like Professor 
Biihler, have given us better translations of Manu, 
have been the first to acknowledge Sir William Jones’ 
great merits : whereas others who have never done a 
stitch of independent work, have dared to call his 
translations ‘ meretricious.’ 

Aalatlo Sooie-er of Bengal. 

With the foundation of the Asiatic Society of Bengal 
in 1784, the history of Sanskrit philology begins, and 
after a hundred years that society still holds the fore- 
most place as the Boyal Exchange between Asia and 
Europe. I caimot here attempt to give an account 
of all the brilliant work done by Sanskrit scholars 
during the first century of Indo-European scholarship. 
We are concerned with the Vedas only. And hei'e it 

^ A. translation of the Bhagaradgitfl, hy Charles Wilkins, had 
appeared before, in 1785. Willcins' translation of tlie Hitopadesa 
appeared in 1 787. The first original Sanskrit text published -nras, 
I believe, the Eitusamhara, in 1792, under the auspices of Sir 
William Jones. 
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is certainly surprising that the Vedas, the supreme 
importance of which was so clearly perceived by men 
like Father Calmette, Pons, Paolino da S. Bartolomeo, 
and others, should have remained so long neglected. 
Sir W. Jones was fully impressed with their im- 
portance. He knew that the Laws of Manu, to which 
he assigned the extravagant antiquity of 1500 B.c. 
(they ai'e now referred to about 400 a. d.), were modem 
in comparison with the Vedas, and derived their chief 
authority from them. 

A much greater scholar than even Sir William 
Jones, Henry Thomas Colebrooke, who with indefatig- 
able industry had worked his way through the text 
and the enormous commentaries of the Veda, and 
whose essay on the Vedas, published in 1806, is still 
a work of the highest authority, so far from exciting 
an active interest in these works, rather damped the 
enthusiasm of scholars who might have wished to 
devote themselves to Vedic studies, by saying, as he 
does at the end of his essay: ‘The Vedas are too 
voluminous for a complete translation of the whole, 
and what they contain would hardly reward the 
labour of the reader, much less that of the trans- 
lator.’ 

Interest szonaed In Germany. 

Still the curiosity of the learned world . had been 
roused, not only in England, but in Gexmany also. 
While Goethe admired the graceful simplicity of 
jSiakuntalS,, his Mend Herder, with the true instinot 
of the historian, was thirsting for the Veda. While 
others asciibed an extreme antiquity to the Laws 
of Manu and even to plays like /Sakuntalsl, he saw 
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clearly that whatever had been hitherto published of 
Sanskrit literature, was comparatively modern and 
secondary in its character. ‘ For the real Veda of the 
Indians,’ he sighed, ‘ as weU as for the real Sanskrit 
language, we shall probably have to wait a long time.’ 

Bimaen’s pscgected Jmxney to India. 

How strong a desire had been awakened in Germany 
at that time for a real and authentic knowledge of the 
Veda, I learnt from my dear old friend Bunsen, when 
I first made his acquaintance in London in 184'6. He 
was then Prussian Minister in London. He told me 
that when he was quite a young man, he had made up 
his mind to go himself to India, to see whether there 
really was such a book as the Veda, and what it was 
like. But Bunsen was then a poor student at Gottingen, 
poorer even, I believe, than the poorest student in 
England or Scotland. What did he do to realize his 
dream 1 He became tutor to a young and very rich 
Amci-ican gentleman, well known in later life as one 
of the American millionaires, Mr. Astor. Instead of 
accepting payment for his lessons, he stipulated with 
the young American, who had to return to the United 
States, that they should meet in Italy, and from thence 
proceed together to Lidia on a voyage of literary dis- 
covery. Bunsen went to Italy, and waited and waited 
for his friend, but in vain. Mr. Astor was detained at 
home, and Bunsen, in despair, had to become private 
secretary to Niebuhr, who was then Prussian Minister 
at Rome, Brilliant as Bunsen’s career became after- 
wards, he always regretted the failure of his youthful 
scheme. ‘ I have been stranded,’ he used to say, ‘ on 
the sands of diplomacy ; I should have been happiei' 

(2) E 
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had I remained a scholar.’ This was the origin of my 
own friendship with Bunsen. 

When I called on him as Pi-ussian Minister to have 
my passport via4 in order to return to Germany, and 
when I explained to him how I had worked to bring 
out an edition of the text and commentary of the Rig- 
veda from MSS. scattered about in different libraries 
in Europe, and was now obliged to return to Germany, 
unable to complete my copies and collations of manu- 
scripts, be took my hand, and said, ‘ I look upon yon ■ 
as myself, young again. Stay in London, and as to 
ways and means, let me see to that.’ Mind, I was then 
a young, unknown man. Bunsen had never seen me 
before. Let that be a lesson to young men, nevei- to 
despair. If you have found a work to which you are 
ready to sacrifice the whole of your life, and if you 
have faith in yourselves, othera will have faith in you, 
and, sooner or later, a work that must be done will be 
done. 


MSS. ot tae Veda broutrat to Eniope. 

But I have not yet finished the account of the final 
discovery of the Veda. 

After Colebrooke’s return from India, manuscripts 
of the Veda and its commentaries had become acces- 
sible in London. The first who made an attempt to 
study these manuscripts, to copy and collate them, 
and prepare them for publication, was Rosen. As the 
result of his labours he published in 1830 his Rigvedae 
Specimen, It contained a few hymns only, but it 
produced a great impression, because, after aU, it was 
the first authentic specimen of the ancient Vedio lan- 
guage submitted to the scholars of Europe. Rosen 
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undertook to bring out the whole of the Eig-veda, hut 
he found the preliminary work, the study of Sfi.ya7ia’s 
commentary and of all the literature pertaining to it, 
fax more difficult than he expected. When after seven 
years of hard and patient labour Eoaen died in 1837, 
all that there was to be published after his death in 
1838, was the first book of the Eig-veda in Sanskrit, 
with a Latin ti'anslation and notes. 

With Eosen’s death the thread of the history of Vedic 
scholarship seems broken again^ Many learned papei-s 
were written on the Veda, all based on Eosen’s posjb- 
humous volume. Bopp constantly availed himself 
of the Veda for his Comparative Qrmimar. Lassen, 
Benfey, Kuhn, and others, all drew as much informa- 
tion as possible out of the 121 hymns which Eosen 
had placed within their reach. But the only scholar 
in Europe who went beyond Eosen, and who really 
forms the connecting link between the first and the 
second periods of Vedic scholarship, was Engine 
Bumouf at Paris. 

Engine Bnsnonf In Eranoe. 

Historical justice requires that Bumoufs merits 
should be fully recognised, because, owing to his being 
called away to Buddhistic studies, and owing to his 
early death, very little of his work on the Veda has 
come to the knowledge of the world, except through 
his disciples. First of aE, Bumouf worked hard in 
collecting MSS. of the principal Vedas, of their com- 
mentaries, and of othei’ works necessary for their 
elucidation. He had persuaded Guizot^, who was then 

‘ Sea Appendix lY. 
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Prime Minister in. France, to provide the funds neces- 
sary for the acquisition of these MSS. ; others he had 
acquired at his own expense. With the help of these 
MSS. he gained a wider acquaintance with Vedio 
literature than was possessed at that time by any 
other scholar. Scholars came from all parts of Europe 
to attend his lectures. These lectures were given at 
the GoUige de France. They were attended by Nhve, 
Gorresio, Roth, Goldstiicker, Barth^lemy St, Hilaire, 
Bardelli, and others, who have all done good work, 
though some of them have gone to rest from their 
labours. In these lectures Bumouf laid before us in 
the most generous spirit his own views on the inter- 
pretation of the Veda, his own results, and his own 
plans for the future. The trae principles of the inter- 
pretation of the Veda, the necessity of beginning wiiJh 
the native commentaries, and the equal necessity of 
going beyond them and discovering the ti’ue meaning 
of the Vedic language by the same method of decipher- 
ment which Bumouf himself had so triumphantly 
applied to the Avesta and to the cuneiform inscrip- 
tions, were then for the first time clearly enunciated. 
And not only was all his knowledge freely communi- 
cated to his pupils, but his own MSS. were readily 
placed at theii' disposal, if only they would work and 
help in the advancement of Vedio scholarship. 

We were allowed to handle for the fir-st time, not 
only the texts of the Vedas and their commentaries, 
but such books as the Nirukta, the PrS,tisfl.khyas, 
the Kalpa-sfrtras were fi’eely placed at our disposal. 
There pan be no question whatever that the founder 
of the critical school of Vedic scholarship was Bumouf, 
though he himself was the very last man to claim any 
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credit for what he had done. The seed which he had 
sown bore ample fi.'uitj and that was all he cared for. 
In Eoth’s Essays on tlie Veda (1846) we see the first 
results of Bumouf s teaching, and in his later works, 
his edition of the Nirukta (1852) and his valuable 
contributions to the Petershw'g Dictionai'y, the same 
scholar has proved himself a worthy disciple of that 
great French savant. 

1X7 edition of tae Blff-veda. 

I had come to Paris to attend Burnouf’s lectures, 
and with very vague notions as to an edition of the 
text and the commentary of the Rig-veda. You must 
remember that the Vedas had never been published in 
India, though for more than three thousand years they 
had held there the same place which the Bible holds 
with us. They existed both in oral tradition, as they 
still exist, and in MSS., more or less perfect, more or 
less coiTOct. These MSS. therefore had to be copied, 
and then to be collated. This was comparatively 
an easy task. The real difficulty began with the 
commentary. First of all, that commentary was 
enoiTuous, and filled about four volumes quaito of 
a thousand pages each. While the MSS. of the text 
were generally correct, those of the commentary were 
mostly very carelessly written, full of omissions, and 
often perfectly unintelligible. But the greatest diffi- 
culty of all was that SS.yana, the compiler of the gi’eat 
commentary, who lived in the foui’teenth century 
A.D.', quoted largely from a literature which was at 
that time entirely unknown to us, which existed in 

'■ He beoame president of tUe College of Srtngeri in 1331, and died 
in 1386. 
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HSS. only, and often not even in MSS, accessible in 
Europe. My idea -was to give extracts only from this 
commentary, but on this point Burnouf resisted with 
all his might. We must have the whole or nothing, 
he used to say, and often when I despaired of my 
task, he encouraged and helped me with his advice. 
Before I could begin the first volume of my edition of 
SaySiWa’s commentary, I had to read, to copy, and to 
index the principal works which wore constantly 
referred to by Silyana — a little library by itself. 
However, in 1849 the fimt volume appeared, and 
twenty-five years later, in 1875, the whole work was 
finished. 

I have thus tried to give you a short sketch of the 
discovery of the Yeda. My own task was not that of 
a discoverer, but that of a patient excavator only. 
With every new platform that was laid bare, with 
every new volume that was published, scholars rushed 
in to examine what had been found, to sift the ashes, 
to clear the genuine antiquities from the rubbish. 
Critical scholarship did not wait till the whole of 
S^aTia's commentary was finished. A number of 
excellent young scholars have been at work on the 
Veda in every country of Europe. In India also a 
new interest has spnmg up in Vedic literature, and 
with every year new light is thrown on the enig- 
matic utterances of the Vedic Bishis. What these 
utterances are, what the Big-veda really is, what the 
whole of Vedic literature contains, I shall have to 
explain to you in my next lecture. 
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STIIIVEY OB' VEDIC LITEEATUEE. 

Peonllar Charaotei of XndlAii Antiquity. 

W E saw how the Veda was discovered, how the 
ancient cityofVedic thought was excavated, 
and how a world which had lain buried for thousands 
of years was called back to life in our own time. No 
doubt the ruins of Oamae in Egypt look grander, the 
palaces of Nineveh are more magnificent, the streets 
and houses and temples at Pompeii are more imposing 
than a hundred volumes of Vedic literature. But 
what is it that gives life to the colossal ruins of 
Carnac, what allows us a real insight into the palaces 
of Nineveh, what imparts to the streets and houses 
and temples of Pompeii a meaning and a real human 
interest, if not the inscriptions on their walls and the 
rolls of papyrus and parchment which tell us of the 
thoughts of the ancient Egyptians, or Assyrians, or 
Romans ? Mere monuments, mere lists of kings, mere 
names of battles, what do they teach us ? But give us 
one thought, one truly human sentiment, and we feel 
at home among those ancient ruins, the Babylonian 
statues begin to live, the Egyptian mummies begin 
to speak, and the streets of andent Pompeii swarm 
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once more -with senators, with philosophers, and the 
gay society of ancient Italy. 

Here it is where the discoveries in India assert 
their superiority over all other discoveries in ancient 
history. It is true we have no really ancient temples 
or palaces in that countiy. Massive stone buildings 
were probably unknown in India before the lise of 
Buddhism and the conquests of Alexander, and even 
if they had existed, they would have perished long 
ago in the peculiar climate of India. The Indian 
mind had no faith in that small immortality which 
the kings of Eg 3 'pt and Babylon valued so much, and 
strove to secure for themselves by their stupendous 
edifices. The Hindu always felt himself a mere 
stranger on earth, a sojourner in a foreign land, and 
the idea of perpetuating his name and fame for a few 
thousand years by brick and mortar never entered his 
mind, till ho had learnt it from outsiders. 

But if the Aryas in India have loft us no stones, 
they have left us bread — ^thoughts to feed on, riddles 
to solve, lessons to learn, such as we find nowhere 
else. 

Ueanlner of Veda. 

We call what they have left us Veda. Now what 
does Veda mean? It means knowledge, and it is 
letter by letter the same word as the Greek oT6a, i.e. 
Folha, only that Veda is a noun, while oiSa is a verb. 
But the verb also exists in Sanskrit, and as we have 
to learn in Greek that oT8a is a perfect with the 
meaning of the present, we have to learn in Sanskrit 
that veda is a perfect, but means ‘I know.’ 

Is this a mere accident, a mere coincidence ? Cer- 
tainly not. It is one of those small facts of the 
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Science of Language vrliich can teach us volumes. 
This similarity between, or rather this identity of, 
Sanskrit veda and Greek oi8a, clenches with the 
force of an hydraulic hammer the original unity of 
the speakers of Greek and Sanskrit. If perfect San- 
skrit was spoken 1500 B. c., and if perfect Greek was 
spoken about the same time, then these two streams 
of language which had diverged even at that time so 
much that not one word in them was exactly the 
same, that Homer and Vasishi/ta would have been 
perfectly unintelligible to each other, these two 
streams of language, I say, must once have formed 
one stream, and in that one sta-eam this so-called 
irregular perfect must have been formed once for all. 
No other explanation is possible for that simple 
equation veda=or8a. 

But this perfect veda and oiBa, with the meaning 
of the present, may teach us another lesson also, 
namely, that these early framers of language held the 
same, whether right or wrong, view on the nature of 
human knowledge which Locke held. If he said. 
Nihil in intellectu quod non ante fuerit in sbtisu, 
they expressed ‘I know’ by ‘I have seen,’— the 
only saving clause being in the implied /, which may 
represent what Leibnitz added, nihil, nisi inteUecius. 

But it is time now to ask what this Veda really is. 
The Veda has become such a power, not only in 
linguistic research, but in all antiquarian, religious, 
and philosophical studies, that no honest student can 
be satisfied with a vague idea of what the Veda is. 
I am afraid a more detailed survey of Vedic literature 
win prove somewhat tedious, but to a real student of 
religion such knowledge is absolutely indispensable. 
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The Bler-veda, the only trne Veda. 

It has been usual to speak of three or even of four 
Vedas, namely, the Rig-veda, Yagfur-veda, Sflma- 
veda, to which the Atharva-veda has been added 
as the fourth. Now although from an Indian point 
of view this is perfectly correct, nothing can be more 
misleading from an historical point of view. From 
an historical point of view there is but one real Veda, 
the Rig-veda, and when we say the Rig-veda, what 
we mean is the Rig-veda-samhitS. only, tiie collection 
of hymns, and nothing else. When we speak of the 
Veda as representing the earliest phase of thought 
and language accessible to the historian on Aryan 
^ound, that phase of thought must not be looked for 
in what are called the Yag^ur-veda and S&ma-veda, 
but in the hymns of the Rig-veda only, to which 
possibly some popular verses collected in the Atharva- 
veda may have to be added. Whenever therefore I 
speak of the Veda in general, whenever I appeal to 
the Veda as the foundation of the science of language, 
mythology, and religion, what I mean is the Rig- 
veda, the Veda of the sacred hymns which belonged 
to the ancient inhabitants of the countiy of the Seven 
Rivers. 

Bxalunanio View of the Vedas. 

In order to explain how the confusion between the 
Rig-veda and the other so-called Vedas arose, I must 
explain to you the view which the BrShmans them- 
selves take of their ancient sacred literature. 

According to them there are three Vedas (trayi 
vidya), or, according to later authorities, four, the 
Rig-veda, Yagur-veda, S§,ma-veda, and, as the 
fourth, the Atharva-veda. 



SUEVEY OP VEDIO LITEBATCJBB. 


59 


Eacli of these Vedas, as we now possess it, consists 
of two pai'ts, called Sanihit^ and BrS,hinaiia. The 
Sa^7i/hit§;B, literally collections, consist of Mantras, 
or metrical compositions, the BrS-hmaiias are in 
prose. 

Xhe Big-veda. 

Let us begin with the Rig-veda. Rig, which is a 
modification of o'ik, means' a verse, originally a verse 
of praise, for the root ark in one of its ramifications 
has taken the sense of- praising and celebrating. 
Hence arka also, a hymn of praise. 

The SamhitS. of the Rig-veda, as we find it in our 
MSS., is a large collection of hymns, chiefly but not 
exclusively of a religious character. It is really a 
collection of collections, for it consists of ten so-called 
MawZalas, lit. rounds or spheres, and each of these 
MawZalas forms by itself an independent collection, 
and belonged originally to one or other of the great 
Vedic families. 


TBe Tea KandalaB. 

We can distinguish between Mamdalas II to VII, 
which are distinctly Mawfalas belonging to certain 
families, and the remaining four MancZalas, which aa’e 
less distinctly the property of Vedic families. 

Thus the second Ma?wiala belongs to the family 
of GWtsamada (Bhargava). 

The third to that of Visv&mitra. 

The fourth „ „ VS-madeva (Gautama). 

The fifth „ „ Atri. 

The sixth „ „ Bharadvfiga. 

The seventh „ „ Vasisht/ia. 
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The first MamcZala is aot ascribed to any family in 
particular, but is called by native authorities the 
Ma-ndala of the ^fatarMns, that is of the poets who 
each contributed about a hundred verses to this book. 
The eighth MaTidala contains a large number of 
hymns composed in a peculiar metre, called Pra- 
giLthas. 

While the eighth Mandala seems to have been col- 
lected chiefly on the strength of the similarity of 
metre, the ninth was evidently intended to com- 
prehend hymns addressed to one and the same deity, 
namely. Soma. 

The families who principally contributed to these 
three books, the first, the eighth, and the ninth, arc 
the Kainvas and Angirasas, though other families are 
not excluded. 

Lastly, the tenth book seems to contain whatever 
was left over of Vedic poetry. -It is called the 
Mamlala of the long and short, or miscellaneous 
hymns. The poets also seem to belong promiscuously 
to every one of the ancient V edic families. 

It was very natural on thie strength of these facts 
to suppose that the six Family Mandalas, II to VII, 
were tire oldest collections ; that they were followed 
by the eighth and ninth Mamdalas, each having its 
OTO distinctive character and purpose, and that in 
the end the first and tenth Ma-ndalas were added, 
containing the last gleanings of the ancient col- 
lectors. 

Uethod In the Collaotlon of the Xea Sandalae. 

But if we examine the character of the ten Mait- 
dalas more closely, we shall find that such a theory 
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can hardly be justified. There is clearly one and the 
same system, according to which every one of these 
ten books has been collected. It is not by accident, 
as I pointed out long ago^, that in every one of these 
Ma')ic?alas, except the eighth® and ninth, the first hymns 
are those addi-essed to Agni, and that these are followed 
by hymns addressed to Indra. Native students of the 
Veda were fully aware of this fact, and we can only 
account for it % admitting that the collection of all, 
or at least of eight of the MantZalas, was cai’ried out 
under the same presiding spirit. 

Another feature common to several of the MawtZalas ® 
is a certain arithmetical order of the hymns. Here 
I should mention first of all that each MamZala is 
divided into a number of Anuvfl,lcas, i,e. recitations 
or chapters. In many of these Anuv&kas the hymns 
follow each other according to the diminishing number 
of versos. This fact no one could help perceiving 
who looked at the tabular index printed at the end 
of my edition of the Eig-veda*. But the frequency 
with which this law was broken prevented most 
scholars from drawing the important lesson which, 
I believe, Professor Qrassmann was the fli'st to draw, 
namely, that whenever that rule is broken, there 
must have been a reason for it. The chief reason 
is supposed to have been that the hymns which break 
the rule were later additions, and that in some cases 
shorter hymns at the end of on Anuva,ka had been 

‘ Eig-veda-Sanhita, translation, vol. i. p. xxv. 

’ The eighth Mandahi begins vrith hymns to Indra, not, as Prof. 
Weber asserts; with hymns to Agni. The tenth Ma?«dala begins 
with hymns to Agni. 

’ Of. Delbruch in Jenaor LUertUiaseitmg, 187B, p. 867. 

* Bergaigne, Jmtmul Asiatique, 1886, p. 197. 
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wrongly -united into one large hymn. This has been 
a most useful lesson for critical purposes, though in 
some cases the knife of the operating critics may have 
been handled with too great boldness 

There are many characteristics, however, which all 
the MancZalas share in common, and ■vrhioh show the 
working of a common system on the part of the 
collectors. The collectors were evidently impressed 
with the idea that every hymn must have a poet, 
and that every poet must belong to a certain family. 
In many cases it is quite e-vident that these names 
were fanciful; still in none of the Mandalas do we 
find a hymn without the names of poet or deity. 
That hymns addressed to the same deity were 
generally kept together, we have seen already. 
There is the same tendency also to keep hymns of 
the same poets together. Nor can there be any doubt 
that the same general theory of metre had been ac- 
cepted by the compilers of all the ten MancZalas. 

It seems to me quite clear from these facts that we 
must admit a period, it may be of one or of two 
generations only, dru'ing which a few individuals 
agreed to collect the sacred poetry that had been 
preserved in six of the most prominent Brahmanic 


' This, as has been sho-wn by Delbrilok, Oi'assmann, and others, 
is very clear in the seTenth Mandala. There the hymns addressed 
to each deity diminish regularly in sucoession, except at the end of 
each group. 

(1) Hymns addressed to Agni, regular 1-14, irregular 15-17. 


( 2 ) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

i61 

(7) 


Indra, „ 18-30, „ 31-33, 

the Visre, regular 34-64, irregular 55. 
the Manitas, regular 66-68, irregular 69. 
Surya, the Marutas, and Vanina, regular 
60-66, irregular 96. 

the Asrinnu, regular 87-73, irregular 74. 
IJshas, regular 75-80, irregular 81. 
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families, that the same individuals, or their immediate 
successors, superintended the other four collections 
also, which are contained in the eighth, the ninth, 
the first, and the tenth Mandalas, and that in this 
way one great collection, the Eig-veda-samhM, was 
finished. The whole collection of hymns is sometimes 
called DS,satayi, i.e. consisting of ten parts, as it 
were, the Decamerone. Dfi,8ataya is an adjective, 
meaning what belongs to the ten Mandalas. 

UTmiiber of Bynma. 

This collection, as we now possess it, handed down 
in the school of the Mkalas, consists of lOl/ hymns 
(Mantras or Sfiktas), while in the school of the B^sh- 
kalas their number amounted to 1025. There are 
besides cloven hymns, called the V&.lakbilya hymns \ 
which were added at the end of the sixth Anuva.ka 
of the eighth Mant/ala. If we count them together 
with the 1017 hymns of the £fS,kalas, we get a sum 
total of 1028 Vedic hymns. There are other spurious 
hymns called Khilas, but they are not counted with 
the hymns of the Samhitit. 

Sbe Pi&tis&khyaB. 

These 1028 hymns became soon the subject of a 
most minute study, a kind of Masoretio exegesis. They 
had to be learnt by heart, and their exact pronuncia- 
tion was laid down with the greatest care in works 
called Pr&tisdkhyas*. The date of these PiAtM- 

* There can bo no doubt that those eleven hymns were added at 
a later time, and that they had existed before as a separate oolloo- 
tion. This is best shown by the fact that they admit Golitos from 
tliemselves only, except in one doubtful case, tarn tvd vayam. 

“ The PriUisiUchyas form one of the six Vedilngns, viz. the SikshA. 
Goldstfioker denied it, but he is refuted by the Eik-pratisakhya itself, 
which says, S. 827, that it is krftanam vedftngam anindyam 
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khyas has been fixed with as much probability as is 
attainable in such matters, in about the fifth or sixth 
century B.o. They are erartainly prior to the great 
grammaiian PS.'nini who quotes verbatim from the 
PrSitisSikbya belonging to the fif&,kala school of the 
Eig-veda 

Sate of tlie PT&tls&kliya. 

In this PrS,tis9.khya we have clear proof that the 
author of it, commonly called (Saunaka, knew our 
collection of hymns, consisting of ten Mandalas. He 
speaks of disatayi® verses, i.e. verses found in the 
ten MaitcZalas. He actually quotes a passage as 
coming from the tenth Mam?ala® (Sfitra 313). In 
fact, his various rules presuppose not only the col- 
lection of the ten Maiidalas, but the oxact collocation 
also of the hymns in each Mamiala, such as we now 
possess them. It is thus and thus only that he is 
able to say, as he does, that a certain verse (1. 133, 6) 
is the longest, and another the shortest (VI. 45, 29), 
among all the verses of the ten Mandalas. 

He goes even further, and he shows himself so 
certain of every consonant and vowel of the whole 
text of the ten Mandalas being in its right place, that 
he can say (S. 309) with perfect assurance and with 

arsham, ‘ a complete VedOnga, ftultloss, and oanonioal.’ The first 
Pratisakhya published TYaa that of the Mg-veda (1866-69). There 
are, besides the two Friltisakhyas of the Yacau’-veda, one for the 
Td^asanoyi-samhitil, the other for the Taittiriya, and the Atharva- 
pritistlkhya. A Skma-priltisilkhya has been published by SatyuTrata 
StLmasrami in the TJsha, yol. i. lio. 3 seq. 

^ See Appendix V. 

° Big-veda-prktisiLkhya, 997,i;yeahiAa dasatayishu nVcfim, the longest 
of the verses among the Casatayis. I thought that Dflsatayl 
might here be meant aa a name of Handala, because the text has 
rikiun, not rtkshu. See, however, Sutras 946 and 993. 

’ The technical term Mandala occurs first in the Aitareya-kranyaka 
and in the Grthya-sutras. 
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perfect correctness, that, for instance, compounds 
ending with the words varuna and vrata shorten 
their last vowel, provided a consonant or semi-vowel 
follows, and this through the whole of the Eig-veda, 
except in thirteen hymns which are ascribed to MedhS,- 
tithii(L 151;I. 24). 

Uluutlae of tAe Fxatl^&kliya, 

Such statements occur again and again, and leave 
us in no doubt that not a single hymn could have 
been added to our collection, nor a single line be 
changed, after the date of. the Prfttis&khyas. 

This is a most important point, for unless our argu- 
ments can be upset, we now possess the certainty 
that the Masoratie studies of the sixth and fifth cen- 
turies B. c. presuppose, nay postulate the existence, 
not only of Vedic hymns in general, but of oru’ collec- 
tion of these hymns in ten Ma7idalas ; and not only 
of our collection in ten Mandalas, but of every hymn 
exactly in that place in which we now find it, with 
every word in its right place, nay with every vowel, 
either lengthened or shortened, exactly as they are 
lengthened or shortened in our MSS. This means that 
the text, exactly as we possess it in MSS. not more 
than about 500 years old, had become the subject of 
most minute scholastic studies about 600 b. o. 

Tlie Asnlcxamanis of Snnnnkai. 

And now we may advance another step. The same 
author, (Saunaka, to whom the authorship of one 
Pratisdkhya is ascribed, is also mentioned as the 
author of certain indices to the Rig-veda, called Anu- 
kramawls, literally, ‘ after-stoppings.’ These indices 

‘ See Appendix VI. 

F 


( 2 ) 
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contain the number of MancZalas, of Anuv^kas, and 
of hymns, the names of the authors and the deities, 
and the metres. 

Most of these single indices have been preserved to 
us, or they existed at least as late as the time of 
S&yana, fourteenth century. They were superseded, 
however, by the more comprehensive index of KatyS,- 
yana, the SarvS,nukraman,i. These indices again pre- 
suppose the text of the ten MancZalas in all its 
important features exactly such as we now possess 
it, and thus enable us to say that the bridge of our 
argument spans a distance of more than two thousand 
years, and lands us about 600 b. c. in the schools of 
the Bnlhmans, the so-called Paiishads, where we see 
teacher and pupils learning by heart exactly the 
same Veda which we are studying at present. 


ITamlier of Veises of the Bia-veda. 

We saw that, according to the calculation of those 
ancient scholars, the Eig-veda-samhitd consisted then, 
as it does now, of ten Mawdalas, eighty-five Anuva.ka3, 
and 1028 Suktas or hymns. But they went fur- 
ther in their calculations, and counted 10,402 verses^, 
153,826 words, 432,000 syUables. These calculations, 
I am obliged to confess, have not yet been checked, 
except that of the verses, and here there is a dis- 
ci’epancy, but only a slight one. On an average, how- 
ever, a hymn may be said to consist of ten verses, so 
that the number of 10,402 verses for 1028 hymns 

cannot be far wrong. £^2 0 G Q 7 

This wiU give you an idea*of th^xteirc of the real 
Veda, or the Kig-veda-samhitl If we take into 
* See Appendix YII. 



SUBVEY OF VEDIC LITEBATUEE. 


67 


account the length of the Vedio verses, as compaxed 
with the Greek hexameter', the Rig-veda may be said 
to contain nearly as much as the Iliad and Odyssey 
together. 

This is all we have and ever shall have for studying 
that ancient period in the history of the Aryan race 
which precedes in language, mythology, and religion 
the Homeric period, hitherto the most ancient known 
period in the history of our race. 


Tae aftma-veda. 

If all the rest of what is called Vedic litei’ature had 
been lost, we should not have been much tho poorer 
for it. To the student of the history of Sanskrit 
literature the other so-called Vedas are no doubt of 
very high interest, as they form the connecting link 
between the ancient Vedic period and the later 
Sanskrit literature. But in the eyes of the general 
historian they cannot compare with what is really 
unique in tho literature of the whole world, the 
hymns of the Eig-veda. 

What then are the other so-called Vedas? 

What is called the Sd.ma-veda-samhita. is no 
more than a compilation of verses contained in the 
Eig-veda, which had to be sung at certain sacrifices, 
and not simply to be recited, as were the hymns of the 
Eig-veda. S3.man means melody. Very often single 
verses axe taken out of the hymn to which they ori- 
ginally belonged, in oi'der to be sung together at 
certain saci'iEoes. There are only seventy-eight out 
of the 1549 verses of the S8.ma-veda^ which have not 

' See Ludwig, Rig-veda, iii. pp. 419-428. Aufrecht, Big-yoda, 
second edition, yoI, ii. p. zlv. 
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been found in our text of tiie B.ig-veda. All tke rest 
are simply the same os wo find them in the Big-veda, 
with slight variations, representing the vai'ious read- 
ings of different recensions (shkha), but by no means, 
as was once supposed a more ancient text. 

Ya^r-veda. 

What we call the Yagrur-veda-samhitS. is a col- 
lection of verses and sacrificial formulas, intended for 
the use of the priests who, while performing the sacri- 
fice, had to mutter these verses and formulas. Yagus® 
is the name for these saoi'ifioial formulas, as yagrna is 
the name of sacrifice. 

What then is the difference between the collection 
of hymns of the Rig-voda and the two collections of 
hymns of the Yagfur-veda and S^ma-veda? 

The collection of hymns of the Big-veda represents 
an historical event, like the final collection of the 
books of the Old Testament. It arose from a desire 
to preserve from destruction the sacred poetry that 
was the property of ccitain families, in order to hand 
it down as a whole from generation to generation. 

Tbe EAaudaa or Blantra Period. 

I have formerly called the period during which the 
hymns collected in the Eig-v^a were originally com- 
posed, the JfAandas period, Mandas being one of 

‘ This idea of Prof. Weber’s has been sufficiently refuted by 
Burnell, Arsbeya-brOlimana, p. ietI, and by A.ufrecht, Big-veda, 
second edition, p. xxxyii, 

° The distinction of rih, sfiman, and yaffus is cloai-ly laid 
down in the Altareya-aranyaka, II. S, 6, 8 ; ’ A.rik verse, a gdtbd, 
a kumbyd (a moral saw) tire measured (metrical). A Yaims line, 
an Evocation (nigada), and general remarks, these are not measured. 
A Silman, or any portion of It (gesbna, i.e, parvan) Is musical.’ 
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the oldest names for these sacred verses, and I have 
tried to distinguish it from the period in which these 
verses were collected and studied as a whole, which I 
called the Mantra period, mantra being the tech- 
nical name for these hymns. But later researches 
have convinced me that with regard to the Rig-veda 
the Mantra period simply represents the closing of 
the ZAandas period, while with regard to the Yagiur- 
veda and Sfl.ma-veda it has now become clear that 
there never was a Mantra period at all, but that even 
the first collection of these hymns and formulas 
belongs to a later period, that of the prose Brah- 
manas, and certainly did not precede that period. 

sue Ptoae Bx&hmanas. 

I mentioned before that, according to Hindu autho- 
rities, every Veda consists of a collection of hymns, 
Samhitd.s, and Brahman. as. These Brlibrnanas are 
the earliest specimens of prose literature in India 
which we possess, and theii’ object was to describe 
the elaborate system of saoi-ifices which had grown up 
among the Brahmans, and to show how the h3anns 
or portions of the hymns should be used at each 
sacrifice. 

Bor the performance of these sacrifices, particularly 
of the gi'eat sacrifices, three distinct classes of priests 
wei’e required. One class had to perform the manual 
labour, which was very considerable, the clearing of 
the sacrificial ground, the erection of altars, the 
lighting of the fire, the preparation of the offerings, 
&c. They were called Adhvaryus, the labouring 
priests, and their duties, mixed up with endless specu- 
lations, were described in the Br^hmawas of the 
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Adhvaryus, They formed the Br3.hma7iaB of the 
Yag^ur-veda. 

Another class of priests had to sing. They were 
called Udg^tris, the singing priests, and their re- 
spective duties were in the same way described in the 
Brfiihmawas of the Udgfl.t'ris, or, as they are also called, 
the Zfeandogas, i. e. the singers of the fc/iandas. 
These formed the Br3,hma«as of the Sfi.ma-veda. 

A third class of priests had to recite certain hymns 
with the utmost correctness of articulation. They 
were called Hotris, the reciting priests, and their 
duties were described in the BrShmaTias of the Hotri 
priests. They formed the BrShmams of the Eig-veda., 

The Br^hmams of the Ya^r-veda. 

We can best study the historical growth of the 
BrSihmaTtas in the case of the Adhvaryu priests, the 
actual performers of the sacrifices. 

We possess for the Adhvaryus four ancient works 
containing explanations of the saci’ifice, — 

(1) The Kdi/taka, belonging to the school of the 
Katyas, 

(2) The Kapish^7^ala-ka^^a SamhitS., belonging to 
the school of the Kapisht^ala-lcatftas, 

(3) The MaitrdyaTii SamhM, belonging to the 
school of the Mait^yanas, and 

(4) The Taittiriyaka. 

In these four works the verses to be used by the 
Adhvaryu priest are given in proper order for each 
sacrifice, and they are accompanied by prose portions, 
containing insti’uotions and general observations. 

It will be observed that two of them are called 
SawhitS.s, though they would more correctly have 
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been- called BrS.hmatta8. There isj in fact, no other 
BrMimawa for the KapishtAala-kat^as and the Maiti’A- 
yawlyas, besides what is here called their SamhM. The 
Taittiriyaka, however, exists in two portions, one called 
SamhitS,, the other Brfl,hina7ia. But here again there is 
really no distinction between the two, the Brd,hmana 
being simply a continuation and appendix of the Sam- 
hitS.. S amhit in fact, is a misnomer, as applied to the 
Maitr^yaniya and the KapishtAala-kat/ia SamhitHs, 
and, in spite of native tradition, it would be far better 
to call those collections of the Taittiriyas, MaitrS.- 
yanas, and Kapisht/iala~kat^as, Br^ma'iias. 

After a time, however, it was felt to be useful for 
the priests, when performing the sacrifice, to have a 
separate collection of the hymns and sacrificial for- 
mulas, and another containing the rules of the sacri- 
fice and the explanatory notes. And thus we find in 
the school of the YS,( 7 asaneyins a Sainhitfi,, con- 
taining nothing but the hymns, and a Br&,hma}ia, 
containing nothing but the explanations. In this 
form the Yar/ur-veda is called the Bright Yaj/ur- 
veda, in contradistinction from the Dark Yagrur- 
veda, in which hymns and explanations are mixed. 
The Br&hma'ua of the Bright Yagrur-veda is called the 
(Satapatha-brSihmaTia, and it exists in two texts, 
as handed down by the two schools of the MS,dhy- 
andinas and KS,7irvas. 

We are thus enabled to see how the so-called 
Samhitfi. of the Yapur-veda, the collection of verses 
and formulas to be used by the Adhvaryu priest, arose. 
It existed first as part and parcel of a Br^hmama, and 
was afterwards extracted and separated from it for 
the benefit of the officiating priest. It is therefore 
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really subsequent, not antecedent to tbe Br&.hma'wa. 
It is no more than a manual for the use of the Adh- 
varyus, the labouring priests, extracted from a pre- 
vious work in prose, which gave a fuU account of 
that portion of the sacrifice which this one class of 
ptriests, the Adhvaryus, had to perform, together with 
the necessary verses. 

The Br&luuanas of the sama-veda. 

Exactly the same seems to have taken place with 
the S^ma-veda. Here too we have Bi^hmawas, such 
as the TcL'iitZya-brahma-na in twenty-five books, dis- 
coursing on that portion of the sacrifice which fell 
to the share of the singing priests. After a time a 
hymn-book was felt to be useful, and a SS.ma-veda- 
samhitSi was put together which we still possess in 
two forms, either as simple texts (Sdma-veda-fir/cika), 
or as adapted to the melodies (GiAmageyagdna, Araw- 
yag3,na)^. 

We shall now be better able to see the difference 
between the collection of the hymns of the Eig-veda, 
the Eig-veda-saflihitS,, and the other collections of 
hymns, the Yaf/ur-vedarsamhitfi., and the Sama-vedSf- 
samhM. The latter were collected for the special 
benefit of certain classes of priests, and were, so far 
as we can judge, put together subsequently to the 
composition of the prose BrShmanas. They were 
mere e^^traets from more ancient BrS-hmanas. The 
Eig-veda-samhit^li, on the contrary, has nothing to do 
with the sacrifice. It is true that a third class of 
priests, the Hotris, have likewise to recite many 


‘ Bee Appendix VIII. 
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of the hymns of the Rig-veda during the performanoe 
of the sacrifice. Rut there is no collection giving 
these hymns in the order in which they have to be 
recited by the Hotri priests. Such a collection would 
have been analogous to the hymn-books of the labour- 
ing and the singing priests, while the collection of the 
Rig-veda hymns, as we possess it, is really an his- 
torical collection, carried out in common, as we saw, 
by a number of Brahmanic families, and by itself 
utterly useless for sacrificial purposes. 


The Bx&hmaNa of the Bltf-veda. 

It seems that the Hotri priests, the reciters, were 
the most highly educated Brahmans. It was their 
duty not only to know the whole of the hymns of 
the Rig-voda by heart, and to learn to pronounce 
them with the gi'eatest accuracy, but likewise to 
learn from their BrS/hmarjas at what paii of the 
sacrifice certain hymns and. portions of hymns had 
to be recited. We still possess two of these BrSh- 
raa-nas, intended for the use of the reciting priests, 

(1) The Aitai'eya-br^lbrnam, belonging, according to 
Satyavrata, to the (S&kh^ of the >S§,kalaB, 

(2) The Kaushitaki-brfi.hmana, also called the 
jSielnl^&yana-braihma'n.a. 

If, according to the indications contained in these 
Br^hmawas, the hymns and verses to be recited by 
the Hot?^ priests had been collected and arranged 
according to the order' of the dififerent sacrifices, we 
should then have had a Big-veda-samhit4 on a level 
with the Samhitfis of the other Vedas. As it is, the 
Rig-veda-samhiU stands by itself. It had a different, 
not a purely priestly origin, and, so far as we can 
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judge at present, it was anterior, not posterior, to the 
BrSihmana period. 

The trne Veda. 

What is the result of all this ? It is this, that we 
really possess one collection only of ancient hymns 
whidi hy itself represents the earliest period of Indian 
language, mythology, and religion. This is called the 
Eig-veda-samhitS,, and can alone be sp6ken of as the 
true Veda. 

Between the period represented by these hymns, 
the duration of which may have been many cen- 
turies, and the period which gave luse to the prose 
works called BrShmaiias, there is a complete break. 
How it came about we cannot tell, but it is a fact 
that the authors of the Brahmaiias had completely 
lost the true meaning of the Vedic hymns. Their 
interpretations, or rather misinterpretations, of these 
ancient hymns are perfectly astounding. Their one 
idea is the sacrifice, which had assumed such pro- 
portions, and had been elaborated with such hair- 
splitting minuteness that we may well underatand 
how the BrSihmans had no thoughts left for anything 
else. The hymns had become in time a merely subor- 
dinate portion of the sacrifice. The proper position 
of a log of wood or of a blade of grass round the 
sacrificial fire, seemed of more consequence than the 
expressions of gratitude, the prayer's for forgiveness 
of sin, or the praises of the mighty deeds of the gods, 
contained in the hymns of their ancestors. 

The BiiJimanae of 'the Br&hmanB. 

I think, therefore, that we may speak of a period 
of BrSihmarais following on the period of the hymns. 
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and the veiy name of Br&hmana period would fully 
characterise it. The name Brdhma«a has nothing to 
do with brahman, in the special sense of pmyor, 
or sacrificial formula and ceremony. These are not 
the principal or exclusive objects of the Brdhmams. 
The name Erdihmafia was derived either from brah- 
man, neuter, meaning the clergy or priesthood, just 
as kshatram means the nobility, or directly. &om 
brahman, nom., brahmS., maso., the priest, and 
more especially the superintending priest. For it 
should be remembered that, in addition to the three 
classes of priests whom I mentioned before, the 
labouring, the singing, and the reciting priests, there 
was a fourth class who had to watch the progress of 
the sacrificf and see that all was done and spoken and 
sung correctly and in proper order. For that purpose 
the priests who performed the office of the Brahman 
had to bo acquainted with the other Vedas also, and 
especially with the rules laid down in the works 
which wore called Bi-dhinanas. These BrS-hmarias 
could hardly have been so called except because 
they were the books of the Brahman, neut., the 
clergy in general, or of the Brahman, masc., the 
superintending priest. Br^hmawa, the Br&hman, is 
a derivative of brahman, maso. 

We possess at present a limited number of these 
Brlthma-nas only, but the number of BrS.hman.as 
quoted is very large. We also know of numerous 
schools who followed the same Brdhma?ia, though 
with slight variations — ^variations which may seem 
small to us, but which seemed very important in 
the eyes of the Vedic priesthood. That there were 
ancient and modern Brdhmawas we know from un- 
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impeachable authorities of the fourth century b.o., 
for instance, the great grammarian, Pduini. We saw 
before how the separation of the hymns from the 
Br^hmams, a work ascribed to Y%rmvalkya, iod to 
the introduction of a new BrS.hma7ia for the Yat/ur- 
veda, viz. the jSatapatha-brS.hmaTia, and this very 
Br0,hman,a, asciibed to Y^lg^J^avalkya, is reckoned 
among those which were not old 

Mfe aurlner the Vedie Period. 

It ought not to be supposed, however, that what we 
call the Brllhmaua period represents to us the whole of 
the intellectual, or even of the religious life of India. 
It would bo fearful to think that millions of people 
should for generations have fed on such stuff as we 
find in the Brdhmanas, and on nothing else. All we 
can say is that these Brhhmawas represent to us the 
only pillars left standing in a vast field of ruins, but 
that they need not have been the pillai’s of the only 
temples which once stood there. Besides, every temple 
presupposes a vast surrounding of busy life, without 
which a priesthood would find itself stranded high 
and dry. 

Even in the hymns of the Big-veda we find a great 
deal more than merely religious sentiments, We find 
in them traces of a busy life, in all its phases, peace 
and war, study and trade. Thus we read in hymn IX. 
112 : 

Fo«m on Trados and ProftSBlons. 

* Different indeed are our desires, different the works 
of men. The carpenter looks for something that is 

' Piln. rV. 3, 105, vartt., IV. 2, 66, vilrtt. Siatary qf Ancient SansTcrit 
Literature, p. 329. 
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broken, the leach for something that is sprained, the 
priest for one who offers oblations. . , . The smith with 
his dry sticks, with hk wings of birds (in place of 
bellows), and his stones (anvil), looks day after day for 
a man who possesses gold. ... I am a poet, my father 
is ak leach, my mother works the mill ; with different 
desires, all striving for wealth, we are as if running 
after cows 


Poem of tne Qiiiulilei'. 

The next hymn, if hymn it can be called, contains 
the lamentations of a gambler. That gambling is not 
a modem invention, but one of the oldest, one of the 
most universal vices of the human race, has been 
clearly proved, not only from ancient literature, but 
likewise from the study of the customs of uncivilised 
races. Still it is startling when we meet in .this 
poem, not only with dice and public gambling places, 
but with ah the miseries entailed on wife and mother 
and brothers by the recklessness of a gambler. Some 
people who know aU about primitive society declare 
without hesitation that such verses cannot be genuine. 
If they would prove it, we should feel most grateful. 
As it is, we must simply take note of them ; we must 
live and learn. 

^ ' NftntaSm val u naft dhlyaft yi -vrat^ni !/&nAn3,m ; 

tdksHa rishtam rutim bbislidk brahmS sunvaatam i/ckhati . . . 
Ofliratibbi/i OshadbibbiA paniebbiA sakunftnilm 
kai'milr^A dsmabhiA dyubbiA bfranyaTantam lAAAati . . . 

KArCA abdm tatdA bblsbdk upalaproksbin! nanlt ; 
nlhiAdbiya/i TaauydraA dnu gUh ira tastbima'. . . 

Sig-veda IX. 112, 1-8. 
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X, 34. 

1. These dice that have grown in the air on the 
great (Yibhidaka) tree, drive me wild when they 
roll about on the board. This Vibhidaka seems 
to me intoxicating like a draught of Soma, that has 
grown on mount Mugflivat. 

3. She (my wife) never troubled or jjhid me, she 
was kind to mo and to my friends. But I, for the 
sake of these only-beloved dice, have spurned my 
devoted wife. 

3. My mother-in-law hates me, my wife avoids me, 
the mmerable finds no one to pity him ; nor do I see 
what is the use of a gambler, as Httle as of an old horse, 
offered for sale. 

4. Others pet his wife, while his war-horse, the 
dice, thirsts for booty. Father, mother, and brothers 
say of him, ‘We do not know him, lead him away 
bound.’ 

6. And when I think that I shall not play with them 
again, then I am left by my friends who run away. 
But when the brown dice are thrown down and utter 
speech, then I rush to their rendezvous, like a love- 
sick maiden. 

6. The gambler goes to the assembly, his body 
glowing, asking. Shall I win? Alas, the dice cross 
his desire, handing over to his opponent all that he 
has made. 

7. These dice hook, prick, undo, burn, and inflame. 
After giving childish playthings they ruin the winner; 
yet to the gambler they are all covered with honey. 

8. Their company of fifty-three plays about, like 
the bright Savitri, whose laws are never broken. 
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They do aot bend before the anger of the mighty, even 
the king bends down before them. 

9. They roll down, they jump up ; though having- 
no hands themselves, they i-esist him who has hands. 
These playing^ coals, though cold, when thrown on 
the board, burn the heart through and through. 

10. The wife of the gamblei' mourns forlorn, so does 
the mother of the son who is gone away, she knows 
not whither. In debt, trembling, longing for money, 
the gambler goes to the house of others by night. 

11. It grieves the gambler when he sees his wife, 
and the wives of others and their well-ordered house. 
In the fore-noon he has harnessed his brown horses (the 
dice) j and when the fire is out, the wretch sinks down, 

12. He who is the general of your large company, 
the king of the troop, the first, to him I stretch forth 
my ten fingei-s to swear, — ^I do not refuse my stake, — 
I now speak the truth : 

13. ‘ Do not play with dice, plough thy field, enjoy 
what thou hast, consider it much. There are thy 
cows, 0 gambler, there thy wife — this is what the 
noble Savitri has told me. 

14. ‘ Make (other) friends, O dice, have mercy on us, 
do not bewitch us with powerful enchantment. May 
your wrath abate, and your enmity ; let some one else 
be held in the snare of the brown dice.’ 

laAepeudent Bpeottlation. 

In the BraiLmaiiaa, particularly in the legends scat- 
tered about in them, we get many a glimpse of active 
life, and wo see at all events that the BrShmans did 
not constitute the whole of India. On the contraiy, 
‘ Bead dSvyftft for dlvy W. 
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the nobility, though willing to work together with 
the priests, had evidently opened for themselves new 
avenues of thought, and begun to assert great inde- 
pendence in religious speculation, while among some 
of the Brahmans also a desire seems to have arisen 
to be freed from the tedious routine of their life, and 
to retire into the forest for silent contemplation. It 
is curious that in both directions the Brahmanic 
system should have yielded so readily. People who 
had done their duty as students and as married men, 
wei’e allowed to retire into the forest, free from nearly 
aU religious restrictions, and to meditate there with 
perfect freedom on the highest problems of life. In 
these philosophical meditations princes and noblemen 
took an active part, and we hear of kings instructing 
the wisest among the Brahmans in the knowledge of 
the Highest Self. 

^anyiOcaa aad TTpanisliaas. 

AU these later phases of life are reflected in the 
Brfiihmanas, and particularly in the latest portions 
of them, the so-called Aranyakas and Upanishads. 
Arauyaka means a forest-book, Upanishad’- a 
sitting down at the feet of a teacher to listen to his 
insti'uction 

^ See Upanishads, translated by M. H., in S. B, B., -vel. i. p. Ixxx. 

“ We have for the Big-veda, 

the A.itareya-ara?iyaha, with an Upanishad, 
and the Kaushitald-aranyaka, with an Upanishad ; 
foithe Taittirlya, . 

the Taittirtya-ilrainyaka, with an Upanishad ; 
for the Y&ffasaneyins, 
the Brjhad-dranyaha, with an Upanishad ; 
for the E'Aandogas, 

the JCMndogya-upanishad, following the Mantra-brfthmana. 

The niunher of Independent Upanishads is very lai'ge. See M. H., 
Saersd Boohs o/ihe Bast, vol. i, p.lsviii. 
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Buxatlon of BiBlunana Period. 

How long that Br^Lhmam period lasted, how long 
it took to elaborate the stupendous system of sacri- 
ficial rules, and afterwards the lofty speculations of 
the Ai'awyakas and Upanishads, which iu their turn 
may be said to have neutralised and superseded all 
sacrifices, we can only guess. If we allowed ourselves 
to be guided by the large number of ancient and 
modern authorities quoted in the Brthmauas, and by 
the long lists of successive teachers preserved in 
difierent schools, we should say that three or four 
centuries would hardly suffice for the whole of the 
BrMimana period. But ancient Indian chronology is 
built up on over so many ifs, and against an uncom- 
promising scepticism our arguments would prove of 
little avail. 


Tne AtABrXva-veOa. 

Before we proceed, however, to a consideration of 
these chronological questions, I have still a few words 
to say about the fourth so-called Veda, the Atharva-, 
veda. 

The Atharva-veda possesses a Sawhit^i or collection 
of verses, a BiAhmaua, and Shtras, like the other 
Vedas. But it is difficult as yet to say what special 
purpose this Veda was intended to serve. Some native 
authorities maintain that the Atharva-veda was meant 
specially for the superintending priest, the Brahman, 
and was therefore called Brahma- veda ; but there is 
nothing to confirm this view. It seems a mere guess 
that, because there are four classes of priests and four 
Vedas, therefore the fourth Veda must have belonged 
( 2 ) <5 
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to the fourth class of priests. So far .as we know at 
present, hymns from the Atharva-veda were used for 
domestic ceremonies, at the celebration of the birth of 
children, at weddings, funerals, and likewise at the 
coronation of kings. Many of its verses are simply 
taken from the Big-veda ; the rest, and those the most 
interesting, contain all kinds of imprecations, bless- 
ings, charms, formulas to drive away diseases, prayers 
for success on journeys or in gambling, and lines for 
conjuring, often quite unintelligible. Supposing that 
these verses had been in use among the people, they 
would allow us an insight into their more homely 
thoughts, and deserve therefore to be studied more 
carefully than they have hitherto been. Some native 
authorities stoutly refuse to recognise the Atharva as a 
real Veda, others defend its authority with equal zeal. 
The old name of the Atharva-veda is Atharv^girasas, 
which would seem to indicate that the families of the 
Atharvans and the Angiras, or the Atharv&ngii'as, were 
the original collectors or possessors of this Veda. 

We possess the text of the Atharva-veda os handed 
down in two schools, the Saunakos and the Paippa- 
Udas ; hut thei-o is as yet no really critical edition 
of the text. A commentary lately discovered in India 
has not yet been published. 

In our next lecture I shall try to explain to you 
how it is possible to assign certa.in dates to this large 
mass of Vedic literature which has come down to us, 
partly by oral tradition, partly in MSS, If you con- 
sider that most of these MSS. do not go back beyond 
the fifteenth century, you will understand that it is 
no easy undertaking to throw a bridge from the 
fifteenth century a.d. to the fifteenth century B, o. 
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StiU the attempt must he made, for unless an histo- 
rical date can he assigned to these relics of an ancient 
woi’ld, they would dwindle down in the eyes of the 
historian to mere curiosities. They would lose what 
alone makes them worthy of serious study, then 
historical character. 



LECTURE V. 

A&E OF THE VEBA. 

Aoottxate Icuonrlede’e of the Vea» necessary for a study of 
Physical Bellglou. 

T he survey of the Vedic literature ■which I en- 
deavoured to place before you in my last lecture, 
may seem to have occupied a great deal of our time. 
But for studies such as -we are engaged in, it is abso- 
lutely necessary to make our foundation sure. It 
really makes one shiver if one sees how the Veda i.s 
spoken of by some very eminent -vniters, in their 
treatises on the origin of mythology and religion. 
First of all, I hope I shall not hear the Veda any 
longer spoken., of as theVeeda. As I explained to 
you before, Veda means knowledge, and is derived 
from the root vid, to see, which we have in Latin 
videre. The vowel in Veda is a diphthong, consisting 
of a + i. This a + i is pronounced in Sanskrit like 
ai in aid, and should properly be written S. It is the 
same diphthong which in Greek is represented by 
o + (, as in olSa, I know, which stands for Folha. 
Secondly, though Veda ends in a, it is not a feminine 
in Sanskrit, but a masculine, and I hope that French 
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and German writers more particularly will no longer 
speak of the Veda as she. 

It is not to be expected that every student of the 
science of mythology and religion should read the 
Veda in the original. But it is essential that they 
should know more than the name ; that they should 
have a clear idea what the Vedic literature consists 
of, how it arose, when it arose, where it arose, how it 
was handed down, when it was consigned to writing, 
how it is to he interpreted, and what is the reason 
why so much of it is still doubtful and unintelligible, 
and why scholars so frequently differ in their transla- 
tions of difficult passages. No knowledge is better 
than knowledge that cannot give an account of itself, 
and I do not think that a scholarlike study of Phy- 
sical Religion would bo possible without a clear and 
accurate conception of what the Veda is, which has 
been truly called the Bible of Physical Religion. 


Kow to fix the Date of the VeSa. 

As yet the whole of the Vedic literature, such as I 
described it to you, hangs, so to say, in the air. There 
was a time, not very long ago, when the whole of 
Sanskrit literature, the Veda included, was repre- 
sented as a forgery of the Brahmans. It seemed too 
bad to be true that the language of India should be 
as perfect as Greek, and that the mythology of Greece 
should have the same roots as the mythology of India. 
And though this nneompromising scepticism finds but 
few representatives at present, Sanskrit is still looked 
upon as an unwelcome guest by many classical 
scholars, and anything that can be said against it. 
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is welcomed by all who dislike the trouble of learning 
a new language. 


Axyan lnuulgration Into India. 

Not long ago my friend. Professor Sayce, stated 
as the result of his Babylonian researches, that the 
migration of the Aryas towards India could not have 
taken place before about 600 or 700 b. c. Now consider 
what a complete upheaval of all our ideas on the 
ancient history of the Aryas in general, and more 
especially on the growth of religious thought in India, 
would be caused if this discovo:^ could be maintained. 
Between the migration of the Aryas into the land of 
the Seven Rivers and the composition of hymns, 
addressed to the livers of the Penj&b, and containing 
allusions even to the Ganges, some time must have 
elapsed. ' We have then to find room for successive 
generations of Vedic poets and Vedic princes, for re- 
peated collections of ancient hymns, for a period filled 
by the composition of the Brahma'was, written in prose 
and in a dialect different from that of the hymns, and 
lastly for the rise of that philosophical literature 
which we find in the Upanishads. If this Upanishad 
literature is, as I have tried to show, presupposed by 
Buddhism, and if Buddha lived about 500 b. o., what 
becomes of the first immigration of the Aryas into 
India about 600 or 700 B.o.'? 


Slndlm, ootton, mentioned 3000 B.C. 

But while Professor Sayce has given us no argu- 
ments in support of this very recent date assigned 
by him to the first appeai’anoe of Aryas in India, he 



A&E OF THE VEDA. 


87 


has placed at our disposal some facts which, if 
would seem to prove that Sanskrit must have bee * 
the language of India at least 3000 B. c. 

We are told ’ that ‘ in the copy of an old list of 
clothing one article is mentioned which has to be nr 
nounced sindhu in Assyro-Babylonian, and has the 
two ideographs “ cloth + vegetable fibre.” The oou 
of the list now extant was made for the library of 
Assur-bani-pal, but the original Babylonian tablet 
was of a much earlier date, possibly as eaidy as the 
age of Khammuragas, say about 3000 b. o., thou 
this is not quite certain.’ “ 

If we trust to these facts, and if, as Professor Sayce 
suggests, this vegetable fibre was cotton, and was 
called sindhu by the Bahylonians, because it camg 
from the river Sindhu, i.e. from India, this would 
prove the presence of Sanskrit-speaking Aiyas in 
India about at least 3000 b. o. 


Professor Sayce further identifies the -A-asyro-Babv 
Ionian word sindhu with the Greek whi^ 

occurs in Homer, and ho thinks that the Hebrew 
sSitin, a linen shirt, mentioned in Isaiah iii, 23 ^ 


borrowed from Greek. I confess I see no similarit 
whether in form or meaning, between the Hebrew 
si, tin and the Greek <ri.vb^v, particularly as we have 
in Arabic the word s&tin, meaning a covering in 
general. But if, as he argues, the Phenicians brought 
this word from the Sindhu, the Indus, and if both the 
Greeks and the Babylonians borrowed that word from 
tjie Phenicians, the presence of Sanskrit-speahing 
Aryas on the shores of the Indus would go back to a 


* Hihbefl Leeturea, lay Sayce, p. 138. 



88 


LECTUBB V. 


far more distant antiquity than we hitherto ventured 
to assign to it. 

It should likewise be considered that cotton is not 
yet mentioned in the Vedic hymns, nor in the ancient 
Brahmanas. It appears for the first time in the 
Siltras (Asval. iSrauta Siitra, IX. 4) as the name of a 
dress made of karpS,sa, cotton. The other names, 
pifcu, pi&ula, and tula are certainly post-Vedic. 
However, a doth made of vegetable substances need 
not necessarily be cotton. It may have been valka, 
the bark of certain trees, which was used from a very 
early time in India for making cloth, while in the 
Veda wool is the principal material used for weaving i. 

This discrepancy between two such dates as 600 B.a. 
and 3000 b. 0., as the time of the migration of the 
Vedic Aryas into India, will show at all events how 
necessary it is to defend every approach to the for- 
tress of Vedic chronology, and how essential for our 
own purposes, to settle once for all the true antiquity 
and the really historical character of the Veda. 

There are but few chronological sheet-anchqrs which 
hold the ancient history of India, and we must try to 
fasten the floating litei-ature of the Veda to one of 
them, as firmly and securely as we can. In order to 
do that I must, however, first say a few words more 
on another class of literary compositions which form 
the last products of the Vedic age, and which will have 
to serve as our hawsers to connect the ancient history 
of India with the terra firma of Greek chronology. 

Tlte S&tras. 

If you could read some of the BrShmaiias, which I 
' See Appendix IX. 
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deacribed to you in my last lecture, you would easily 
understand why, even for the purposes for which they 
were principally intended, they proved in the long run 
utterly useless. I defy any one to learn the correct 
performance of a Vedic sacrifice from these treatises. 
This explains the rise of a new kind of literature, 
in style the very opposite of the Brahmamas, in which 
the performance of the same sacrifices which we saw 
described in the BrShmanas, is explained in the shortest 
and the most business-like manner. These works are 
called Slitra, which moans literally threads. Some 
passages oceuiTing in the Brfi.hmauas and containing 
short rules ai’e called by the same name, and it is 
quite clear that these Siitras, though independent 
works, are entirely based on ancient Bn'lhma72as. 
Their style is almost enigmatical by its terseness, 
their grammar* retains but few traces of the Vedic 
language, though Vedic iiTegularities ai’e tolerated in 
them, while the language of the BrS,hma7ms is still 
enthely Vedic, and contains many ancient forms, even 
such as do not occur in the Vedic hymns. 

The introduction of this new class of literature 
must have been the result of some social or re- 
ligious change. The change .from the pareless dif- 
fuseness of the Br^hmairas to the studied brevity of 
the Sfifefas must have had a definite purpose. 

I can think of two explanations only. It is just 
possible that a knowledge of the art of writing, which 
was unknown to the authors of the BrSihmavias, 
may have reached India sooner than we know, and 
that its inherent diflSculties may have produced 
at first this almost lapidary style of the Sfltras. 
'What is against this supposition is the non-ap- 
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pearance of any allusion to writiag in the Shtras 
themselves. 

We are therefore driven to the other explanation, 
that the Br&hmans themselves could no longer trust 
to a traditional knowledge of the different sacrifices ; 
that the text of the Br^hmanas, even if learnt by 
heart, was no longer found sufficient to enable priests 
to perform their respective duties correctly, and that 
therefore these new practical manuals were com- 
posed, containing no useless speculations, but simply 
an outline of the duties of the three classes of ‘priests, 
a thread of rules to be learnt by heart by the priests 
who had to perform the sacrifices. 

These Shtras are called Kalpa-shtras, and are 
divided into two classes, iSrauta and SmS,rta. 
jJrauta is derived from sruti, healing, which means 
revelation. Smfi,rta is derived from sniriti, memory, 
which means tradition. 

Each class of priests, the labouring, the singing, 
and the reciting priests, have their own Sfitras, as 
they had their own BrdhmaJias and SamhitS,s. 

When this Sfifra-style had once become populai', 
other subjects also were treated in it. The rules of 
pronunciation, for instance, which were at first taught 
in metrical form, as in the B,ig-veda-prd.tisfi.khya, 
were afterwards reduced to the form of Sflti-as. The 
r,uleB of metre also were composed in Sfitras, and 
not only does the Sfitra-style prevail in the great 
grammar ascribed to PSiwini, but the quotations from 
earlier grammarians also seem to indicate that they 
were handed down in the same short, pithy sen- 
tences. 
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The Thiee Literary Periods of the Tedlo Age. 

We kave now finished our survey of the ancient 
literature of India, as it passes through three distinct 
stages, each marked hy its own style. We saw Vedic 
Sanskrit at first in the metrical hymns of the Eig- 
veda ; we saw it afterwards in the diffuse prose of 
the BrA-hmaiias, and we saw it last of all in the strait- 
jacket of the Sutras. 

We also saw that the Sfitras presupposed the 
existence of the Br^hmaita literature, and that the 
BrfLhmana literature presupposed the existence of 
the hymns as collected in the Eig,-veda-samhita. 

If now we ask how we can fix the date of these 
three periods, it is quite clear that we cannot hope 
to fix a temimts a quo. Whether the Vedic hymns 
were composed 1000, or 1600, or 2000, or 3000 years 
B. 0., no power on earth will ever determine. 


ahxouologiaaJ. ierminus ad rpiem. 

The question then arises, can we fix on a temiinua 
ad quem, can we determine the date of the last Vedic 
period, that of the Sfitras, and then work our way 
back to the two preceding literary periods t 

Sandzocottns, died SBl B.C. 

I believe this is possible. You know that the 
sheet-anchor of ancient Indian chronology is the date 
of the contemporary of Alexander the Great, Sandro- 
cottuB, who is the Aandragupta of Indian history. 
You may also know that this Sandrocottus who died 
291 B. 0., was the grandfather of Asoka, who reigned 
from 269 to 222 B.O., and whose inscriptions we 
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possess engi’aved on rocks and pillars in numerous 
places in India. This Asoka tolerated, or even ac- 
cepted the religion founded hy Buddha, and it was 
during his reign that the second gi’eat Buddhist 
Council was held at P&iaiiputra. 

On the strength of the information contained in 
the Buddhist Canon, as settled at the Council under 
Asoka, we are enabled to place the rise of Buddhism 
at about 600 B. G., and the death of its founder at 
477 B. 0. 

Those are dates as certain in the eyes of the general 
historian as we can ever expect to extract from the 
extant literature of India. 

BudcUilaiii, a veaotton agnlnst the Tedlo Bellgrion. 

Now Buddhism is not a completely now religion. 
On the conti-ary, it represents a reaction against some 
other already existing religion, and more particularly 
against some of the extravagant theories of the 
Brclhmans. ' In one sense it may really be said to 
be a practiiCal carrying out of the theories, proclaimed 
for the first time in the Aranyakas and Upanishads. 
While the BiAhmans allowed members of the three 
upper castes to retire from the world after they had 
performed all the duties of their youth and manhood, 
the Buddhists allowed everybody to become a Bhik- 
shu, a mendicant, whether he had passed this previous 
apprenticeship or not. Again, while the BiAhmans 
reserved the right of teaching to themselves, Buddha, 
who belonged to the caste of the nobles, claimed that 
right for himself, and for all who were ‘ enlightened,’ 
i. 0 . buddha. These are two essential points of 
difference between Brllhmans and Buddhists, and 
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orthodox Bi4hmaiia constantly harp on them as 
proving the hetei’odoxy of Buddha. 

But we can not only show that Buddhism was a 
kind of Protestantism, as compared with Brahmanism, 
we can point out also a number of words and thoughts, 
the growth of which we can watch in the periods of 
Vedic literature, and which were taken over bodily by 
the Buddhists, though sometimes with a change of 
meaning. 


The word UpaJilBhad. 

For instance, the very name of Upanishad can 
have been formed and can have grown up towards 
the end of the Br^hmana period only. Its original 
meaning was a sitting (sad), below (ni), towaa-ds (up a) 
the teacher It became the recognised name of the 
attitude assumed by the pupil when listening to his 
teacher. It then was fixed as the name of the teach- 
ing itself, and at last conveyed the meaning of secret 
doctrine (fLdesa). In that sense which it had slowly 
acquired in the Brllhma7ia and Shtra periods, we find 
it used again in the sacred canon of the Southern 
Buddhists, who use upanisfi- in the sense of secret 
and cause. The Northern Buddhists also knew the 
word upanishad ^ We may safely conclude there- 
fore that this title and what it signified must have 
existed previous to the rise of Buddhism, that is, 
previous to 500 B. o. 

* 8. B. JB., vol. i, jj. Ixxix seq. In Pali also the verb upa-ni-sad 
OQCUTS with rofcreucG to a king and. his friends seating themselves 
at the feet of a teacher. Bee Hahavansa, p. 82 ; Childers, Puli Bit’ 
tionmn, s. v. 

> Yaffrofcftedika, § 16, p 35 ; § 24, p. 42. There it seems to mean 
approach, comparison. 
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Tbe word Sutia, 

The same applies to the word Stitra. We do not 
know exactly why SCitra should have become the 
name of those short sentences to which the scholastic 
knowledge of the Brahmans was finally reduced. 
But that word must have assumed the more general 
meaning of teaching or lesson, before the Buddhists 
could have employed it as they do, namely, as the 
name of the long sermons delivered by Buddha, and 
collected in one of the three divisions of their sacred 
canon, the Sutta-pitaka^ 

I could mention "other words more or loss technical, 
which have their history in the Br8,hmanas and 
Suti'as, and which in that form and with that 
meaning which they had gradually assumed among 
the BrS,hmans of the Vedic period, were taken over 
by the Buddhista. But even these two words, 
Upanishad and Siltra, will sufiice, for it is beyond 
the limits of probability to suppose that such tech- 
nical terms as these could have been formed twice 
and independently one from the other. They were 
formed by the Brihmans, and accepted by the 
Buddhists, though often with a slightly modified 
meoniBg. 

Belatlon of Buddliism to Br&lxmanlsiii. 

Nor inust we forget that though Buddhism, as a 
religious, social, and philosophical system, is a re- 
action against Br^ihmanism, there is an unbroken 
continuity between the two. We could not under- 
stand the antagonism between Buddhism and the 
ancient' religion of India, unless the Vedic religion 

' See Appendix X. 
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had first reached that artificial and corrupt stage in 
which we find it in the BrahmaTias. Buddha himself, 
as represented to us in the canonical writings of the 
Buddhists, shows no hostility to the Brahmans in 
general, nor does he seem to have been fond of 
arguing against BrS-hmanism. If the prevailing re- 
ligion of India at his time had consisted of the simple 
Vedic hymns only, Buddha’s positipn would become 
quite unintelligible. He does not argue against the 
Vedic gods. He tolerates them in that subordinate 
capacity in which they were tolerated by the authors 
of the Upanishads, after they had discovered the 
higher. truth of Brahman, and the identity of their 
own self with the Highest Self, the Param&.tman. 
What he attacks is the Brahmanic sacrifice, as it had 
been developed in the BrAhmanas, the privileges arro- 
gated to their caste by the BrSihmans, and the claim 
of a divine revelation set up for the Veda, particu- 
larly for the BrS.hma'nas. It is curious to see how 
a modern reformer, Day&nanda Sarasvati, takes a 
very similar position. He admits the hymns of the 
Veda as divinely inspired, but he insists on the BrMi- 
ma?iaB being the works of men. 

If then the very origin of the Buddhistic reform in 
India would be unintelligible without the latest phase 
of the Vedic religion, if Upanishads and Sfitras must 
havd existed, if the word Upanishad must have come 
to mean secret doctrine, before it could be used in the 
' sense of secret and cause, as it is in Buddhism, and if 
the word Sutra must have assumed the general mean- 
ing of teaching, before it could have been applied to 
Buddha’s sermons, we have found a terminus ad quern 
for our Vedic literature. It must have reached its 
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final shape before the birth of Buddha, that is about 
600 B. 0 . Before that date we must make room for 
three whole periods of literature, each presupposing 
the other. 

ConstruotiTe Ohroaology. 

Here, no doubt, our chronology becomes purely con- 
structive. We can no longer build on solid rock, but 
must be satisfied to erect our chronological structure, 
like the palaces of Venice, on piles carefully driven 
into the shifting sands of historical tradition. If then 
we place the rise of Buddhism between 500 and 600 
B. a., and assign provisionally 200 years to the Sfitra 
period, and another 200 years to the Brfi,hmana period, 
we should arrive at about 1000 B. o. as the date when 
the collection of the ten books of the ancient hymna 
must have taken place. How long a time it took for 
these hymns, some of them very ancient, some of them 
very modem in character, to grow up, we shall never 
be able to determine. Some scholar-a postulate 500, 
others 1000 or even 2000 year-s. These are all vague 
guesses, and cannot be anything else. To us it sufiiees 
that the Br&,hmaTias presuppose the Rig-veda as we 
have it, including even such very late hymns as the 
VSilakhilyas in the eighth Mandala. It is possible 
that fur’ther critical researches may enable us to dis- 
tinguish between the present collection of hymns and 
an older one on which our Eig-veda was founded. 
But even our Eig-veda, such as it is, with every 
Mandala and every hymn, with every verse and every 
word counted, must have existed, so far as we know 
at present, about 1000 b. a., and that is more than can 
be said of any work of any other Aryan literature. 

We have thus thrown our bridge from our own 
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MSS., say 1000 a.d., to the first aroh, represented by 
the collected V edic hymns in 1000 b. c. It is a bridge 
that requires careful testing. But I can honestly say 
I see no flaw in our chronological argument, and we 
must leave it as it is, for the present. But I should 
not be honest towards myself or towards others, if I 
did not state at the same time that there are hymns 
in the Eig-veda which make me shiver when I am 
asked to look upon them as representing the thoughts 
and language of our humanity three thousand years 
ago. And yet, how to find a loophole through which 
what we should consider modem hymns might have 
crept into the collection of older hymns, I cannot tell, 
I have tried my best to find it, but I have not suc- 
ceeded. Perhaps we shall have to confess that, after 
all, our ideas of what human beings in India ought to 
have thought 8000 years ago, are evolved from our 
inner consciousness, and that we must leam to digest 
facts, though they do not agree with our tastes and 
our preconceived ideas 

Onarootei of tne Veda. 

I should like now to give you an idea of what the 
general character of the Vedio hymns is, such as we 
find them collected in the Eig-veda-samhitS., and 
commented upon in the Brdhma'was, in the Prd,ti- 
sS;khyas, in the Nirukta, and later works. But this 
is extremely difficult, partly on account of the long 
period of time during which these hymns were com- 
posed, partly on account of the different families or 
localities where they were collected. 

‘ See Appendix XL 
(2) H 
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Simplicity of Vedlo Eymna. 

The Vedio hymns have often been characterised as 
very simple and primitive. It may he that this simple 
and primitive character of the Vedic hymns has some- 
times been exaggerated, not so much by Vedic scholars 
as by outsiders, who were led to imagine that what 
was called simple and primitive meant really what 
psychologists imagine to have been the very first 
manifestations of human thought and language. They 
thought that the Veda would give them what Adam 
said to Eve, or, as we should say now, what the firat 
anthropoid ape confided to his mate, when his self- 
consciousness had been roused for the first time, on 
his discovering that he differed from other apes by the 
absence of a tail, or when he sighed over the pre- 
mature falling off of his hail', which left him at last 
hairless and naked, as the first JJomo sapiens. These 
expectations have, no doubt, been disappointed by 
the publication of the Rig-veda. But the reaction 
that set in has gone much too far. We are now told 
that there is nothing simple and primitive in the 
Vedio hymns, nay, that these verses are no more than 
the fabrications of priests who wished to accompany 
certain acts of their complicated sacrifices with sacred 
hymns. 

Let us consider each of these objections by itself. 
If one class of scholars maintain that they find 
nothing simple or primitive in the Veda, they ought 
to tell us, first of all, what they mean by simple and 
primitive. Surely we may call primitive what re- 
quires no antecedents, and simple what is natural, 
intelligible, and requires no explanation. Of such 
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thoughts I still maintain, as sti-ongly as ever, that we 
find more in the Eig-veda than in any other book, 
Aryan or Semitic. 

I call many of the hymns addressed to the Dawn, 
the Sun, the Sky, the Fire, the Waters and Rivers, per- 
fectly simple. If Devas or so-callad gods had once 
been recognised, — and this, as language teaches us, 
must have been the case before the Aryas separated, — 
we requu'e no explanation why human beings should 
have addressed the sun in the morning and evening, 
asking him to bring light and warmth, on which their 
very life depended, deprecating his scorcliing rays, 
which might destroy their harvest and kill their 
cattle, and imploring him to- return when he had 
vanished for a time, and had left them helpless in 
cold and darkness. The phases of the moon, too, 
might well excite in an observant mind thoughts fit 
for expression, particularly as we know that it was 
the moon who first helped men to reckon time, with- 
out which no well-regulated social life was possible. 
Lastly, the return of the seasons and the year would 
likewise turn the thoughts of husbandmen, hunters, 
or sailors to powers above them who controlled their 
life and its occupations, but who themselves could not 
be controlled cither by force or cunning, though they, 
like animals or men, might be softened, they thought, 
by kind words and kind deeds. 

Nor could the profound and unvarying order that 
pervades and sustains the whole of nature, escape even 
the most careless observers. It was perceived by the 
Vedic poets in the return of day and night, in the 
changes of the moon, the seasons, and the years. They 
called that order Jiita, and they soon began to look 
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upon their gods as the guardians of that order (v’/ta- 
pa), while they suspected in storms and floods and 
other convulsions of nature the working of powers 
opposed to their gods. The order of nature and belief 
in their gods were so intimately connected in the 
minds of the early poets that one of them said (Ev. I. 
102, 2), ‘ Sun and moon move in regular succession, in 
order that we may see and believe.’ 

Uoxal Elements. 

The moral relation between men and the Devas or 
gods was also in its origin of the simplest character. 
We meet in the Vedio hymns with such homely 
phrases, addressed to their gods, as ‘ If yon give me 
this, I shall give you that,’ or, ‘ As you have given me 
this, I shall give you that.’ This was a mere barter 
as yet between men and gods, and yet the former 
sentiment might grow in time into a prayer, the latter 
into a thank-offering. Sometimes the poet expostu- 
lates with the gods, and tells them that ‘ if he were as 
rich as they are, he would not allow his worshippers 
to go begging.’ 

Surely, nothing can be more simple and more 
natural than all this, provided always that we are 
dealing with men who had elaborated a perfect 
language, not with missing links between brute and 
man. 


Eaxl7 Baoxifioes. 

Even when sacrificial oflerings came in, they 
consisted at first of nothing but some kinds of food 
relished by men themselves, such as water, milk, 
butter, oil, grains, and berries, prepared in different 
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■ways as puddings, cakes, etc. Of sacrificial animals 
we find goats, sheep, oxen; for later and gi'eater 
sacrifices, horses and even men. There are dark 
traditions of human sacrifices, but in the recognised 
ceremonial of the Veda a man is never killed. Incense 
also is mentioned, and in some sacrifices an intoxicat- 
ing beverage, the Soma, is very prominent, and must 
have been Icnown before the Zoroastrians separated 
from the Vedic people, because it forms a very 
prominent feature in both religions. 

OhildiBh TAanglitS in tae Veda. 

As to almost childish thoughts, surely they abound 
in the Veda. It is rather hai’d to have to pick out 
childish and absurd thoughts, in order to prove the 
primitive and unsophisticated character of the Veda. 
But if it must bo done, it can be done. The V edic poets 
wonder again and again why a dark or a red cow 
should give white inilk^. Can we imagine anything 
more primitive'? Yet that thought is not peculiar to 
India, and some people might feel inclined to refer it 
to a period previous to the Aryan separation. There 
is a common saying or riddle in German, which you 
may hear repeated by childi’en to the present day, 

‘ 0 sngt mir dach, -me geht es zu, 

Dasa woias die Milch der rotben Kuli.’ 

‘ Toll me how does it happen 
That the milk of the red cow is white.' 

There is perhaps more excuse for their wondering 
at another miracle. In I. 68, 2, we read, ‘ that men 
were pleased with the power of Agni, that he should 

‘ Ev. I. 62, 9 ; Anfrecht, Tol. ii. prof. p. xvii. 
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be bom alive from a dry stick,’ filt it te visve krfi,tum 
gfushanta slisbk^lt y&t deva grtv^/i g'dnishiAM. 

Again, can anything be more primitive than the 
•wonderment expressed by Vedic poets, that the sun 
should not tumble do'wn from the sky? Thus we 
read, Rv. TV. 13, 6, 

‘ Unsupported, not fastened, how does he (the sun) 
rising up, not fall down ?’ 

AnS-yata/i dnibaddha/i katha ayam nyaA uttand^ 
fiva padyate nd. 

Other nations have wondered why the ocean should 
receive all the rivers and yet never overflow (Eccles. i. 
7). The Vedic poet too discovers signs of the great 
might of what ho calls -the wisest Being, in that 

‘The bright inpouring rivers never fill the ocean 
with water ^ (Rv. V. 85, 6). 

My object in quoting these passages is simply 
to show the lowest level of Vedic thought. In no 
other literature do we find a record of the world’s I’eal 
childhood to be compared with that of the Veda. It 
is easy to call these utterances childish and absurd. 
They are childish and absurd. But if we want to 
study the early childhood, if not the infancy, of the 
human race ; if we think that there is something to 
be gained from that study, as there is from a study of 
the scattered boulders of unstratified rooks in geology, 
then even these childish sayings are welcome to the 
student of religion, welcome for the simple fact that, 
whatever their chronological age may be, they cannot 
easily be matched anywhere else. 

Hole exalted Ideax. 

These childish, ideas, however, this simple wonder- 
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ment at the commoneBt events in nature^ soon led 
on to more exalted ideas. One poet asks (Ev. X. 
88, 18), 

‘ How many fires are there, how many suns, how 
many dawns, and how many waters? I do not say 
this, 0 fathers, to worry you ; I ask you, 0 seers, that 
I may know it.’ 

Another says ; 

‘ What was the wood, and what was the tree from 
which they have cut out heaven and earth ? ’ 

(Ev. X, 31, 7 ; 81, 4.) Kim svit vdnam kd/t u sd/i 
vrikshd/t dsa ydtaA dy^vaprithivi ni/i-tatakshuL 

Or again, X. 81, 2 : 

‘What was the stand on which he rested, which 
was it and how, from whence the All-maker, the all- 
seeing, created the earth and spread out the sky by 
his might?’ 

Kim svit asit adhisht7i£nam drdmbhanam katamdt 
svit kathfi dsit, yataA bhumim gandyan visvdkarmd 
vi dy&n aurnot mahinfi[ visvafcakshd/j. 

We see here how difficult it would be to draw 
a line between what we caE childishness and what we 
call wisdom from the mouths of babes. If it is true 
that il n'y a qu'un pas d'U, sublime a/u, ridicvle, it 
would seem to be equally true that il n’y a qu'un pas 
du ridicule au sublime. A childish question may 
call forth an answer fuE of profound wisdom. But to 
say that we look in vain for simple and primitive 
thoughts in the Veda is to set up a standard of 
simplicity and primitiveness that would apply to 
cave-dwellers rather and prehistoric monsters, and 
not to people who, as long as we know them, were in 
full possession of one of the most perfect of Aryan 
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languages. No doubt there are in the Veda thoughts 
and sentiments also that might have been uttered in 
the nineteenth century. But this only serves to show 
how large a period is covered by those ancient hymns, 
and how many different minds are reflected in it. 

The Saorlfioial Cluixactei; of the Vedlo Hymns. 

Another view of the Veda, first advanced by 
Professor Ludwig, has of late been defended with 
great ingenuity by a French scholar, M. Bergaigne, a 
man whose death has been a serious loss to our 
studies. He held that all, or nearly all the Vedic 
hymns, were modern, artificial, and chiefly composed 
for the sake of the sacrifice. Other scholar's have 
followed his lead, till at last it has almost become a 
new doctrine that everywhere in the world sacrifice 
preceded sacred poetry. Here again wo find ti-uth 
and untruth strangely mixed together. 

It is well known that in several cases verses con- 
tained in hymns, totally unconnected with the 
sacrifice, wei'e slightly changed in order to adapt 
them to the requirements of the sacrificial ceremonial. 
The first verse, for instance, of the dialogue between 
Yama and Yami (Ev. X. 10, 1), is 

6 fcit Bttkliilyam salchyS vavrityam, 

‘May I bring near tlie fWend by friendship.' 

In the S&ma-veda, X. 340, the same vei’se appears as 

tl tvu sakhlyaA ankhyff vavi'ityuA, 

‘ May the friends bring thes near by friendship,’ 
that is, ‘ May the priests bring the god to the sacsrifice 

‘ "Von Schroedar, IntUens Liieratttr, p. 168; Apast. Paribh. Sutra 
129. 
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That many Vedio hymns, however, contain allusions 
to what may be called sacrificial customs, no one who 
has over looked into the Veda can deny. Some of 
the hymns, and generally those which for other 
reasons also would be treated as comparatively late, 
presuppose what we should call a highly developed 
system of sacrificial technicalities. The distinction, 
for instance, between a verse (rik), and a song 
(s&,man), and a sacrificial formula (yagrus), the dis- 
tinction on which, as we saw, rests the division of the 
Veda into Rig-veda, SS,ma-vcda, and Yagfur-veda, is 
found in one of the hymns, X. 90, and there only. 
But curiously enough, this very hymn is one of those 
that occur at the end of an A.nuv§.ka, and contains 
several other indications of its relatively modern 
character. Many similar passages, full of sacrificial 
technicalities, have been pointed out ^ in the Rig-veda, 
and they certainly show that when these passages 
were composed, the sacrifice in India had already 
assumed what seems to us a very advanced, or, if you 
like, a very degraded and artificial character. 

But there are other passages also where the poet 
says. ‘ Whosoever sacrifices to Agni with a stick of 
wood, with a libation, with a bundle of herbs, or with 
an inclination of his head,’ he will be blessed with 
many blessings (Rv. VIIL 19, 5 ; 102, 19). 

This whole question, so hotly discussed of late, 
whether sacrifice comes first or prayer, whether the 
Vedic poets waited till the ceremonial was fuUy 


' The most completo eoUeotion of sacrificial toims occurring in 
tho hymns of the Eig-veda may be found in Ludwig's Die Mantra- 
litteratur, 1878, pp. 35it-il6. Bergaigne’s ReWjim ViUiqtte appeared 
n-orn 1878 to 1883. 
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developed before they invoked the Dawn, and the 
Sun, and the Storms to bless them, or whether, on 
the conti'ory, their spontaneous prayers suggested the 
performance of sacrificial acts, repeated at certain 
times of the day, of the month, of the year, is im-" 
possible to solve, because, as it seems to me, it is 
wrongly put. 

‘ Sacrifice,’ as Grimm remarked long ago, ‘ is only 
a prayer offered with gifts,’ We nowhere hear of 
a mute sacrifice. What we call sacrifice, the ancients 
called simply karma, an act. Now in one sense 
a simple prayer, preceded by a washing of the hands, 
or accompanied by an inclination of the head, may be 
called a karm a, an act On the other hand, a man 
who in lighting the fire on the heai’th or in putting 
one log on the smouldering ashes, bows his head 
(namaa), raises his arms (uttflnahasta/i, Ev. VI. 
16, 46), and utters the name of Agni with some 
kind epithets (yagrus), may be said to have addressed 
a hymn of pi-aise to the god of fire. Prayer and 
sacrifice may have been originally inseparable, but in 
human nature I should say that prayer comes always 
fii'st, sacrifice second. 

That the idea of sacrifice did not exist at a very 
early period, we may gather from the fact that in the 
common dictionary of the Aryan nations there is no 
word for it, while Sanskrit and Zend have not only 
the same name for sacrifice, but share together a great 
many words which refer to minute technicalities of 
the ancient ceremonial. 

* Kalpa, act, ia the plural, ocours Rv. IX. 9, 7. 
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Ta^, to sooxlBoe. 

The usual word for sacrificing in Sanskrit is YAG, 
Zend yaz, from which y&gna,, sacrifice, ya£f-us, 
sacrificial formula, yaflf^mi, I sacrifice, yagya., to be 
worshipped. This ykgya, has been compai-ed with 
Greek fiytos, sacred, though this is not certain ^ Why 
y&g should have taken that meaning of sacrificing, 
or giving to the gods, we cannot teU®, for it is 
impossible to trace that root back to any other root of 
a more general meaning. 

Eu, to naoriaoe. 

Another Sanskrit root which has frequently to be 
translated by sacrificing is HT7. In this case we can 
clearly see the original intention of the root. It meant 
to pour out, and was chiefly applied to the act of 
throwing barley and oil and other substances into 
the fii'e It afterwards took a more general meaning, 
not so general, however, as to be applicable to animal 
sacrifices. From it we have in Sanskrit havis, 
havya, sacrifice, S,-hS,va, a jug, gfuhfi, a spoon, 
ho-tri, priest, homa and S,huti, libation. In Greek 
XU or means simply to pour out, x^-rpa, an earthen- 
ware pot*. Qvsiv, to sacrifice, might phonetically 

^ The Greek &yos oi’ Syos does not mean snorlfioe, but rather OJC- 
piation. It cannot bo the Sk. ilgas, because in Greek the a is short. 

’ Sanskrit theologians oonneet yag with tyap, to give up, to leave, 
but there is no analogy for this. Comparative phUologists used to 
place bha(7, to worship, by the side of y as, assigning to bh (bhi) 
and y (ni or ti) a pinpositional origin, but this is a pure hypothesis, 
which has long been suiTendered, 

® Al-Birilni, ii. p. 96. 

* Aufrecht in Kuhn’s Zdtachrift, xiv. p. 288. This root hu, to 
pour out, exists also in the Latin ftiiia, a water-jug, and in mm 
fuiiUa, which Paulus, Epit. p. 89, explains rightly ns derived a fun- 
dendo, Fuidis; in the sense of futile, may have been conceived either 
as a man who always pours forth, or as a vessel, leaky, not holding 
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be traced back to the same sotircGj but its meanings 
cause difficulty. 

Saorlflolal Tsrms. 

A third word for sacrifice in Sanskrit is adhvara, 
which is generally, though I doubt whether correctly, 
explained as a compound of the negative a and 
dhvara, flaw. From it, adhvaryu, the name of the 
officiating priest. 

Stress is frequently laid on the sacrificial offering 
being without a flaw, or free from any blemish. This 
may account for the meaning of the English holy, 
which is the AS. hdUg, derived from hdl, that is, hale 
and whole. The Greek Upo'?, sacred, holy, hod a 
similar origin. It is identical with the Sk, ishira, 
which means alive, strong, vigorous, a moaning still 
perceptible in the Greek of Homer, who speaks of 
Uphs (II. ii. 407), a lively fish, lepoi» p-ivos, a 
vigorous mind, while in later Greek Upds means 
sacred only,, and Upeds, a priest, like adhvar-yu. 

This is all that we can discover as to the original 
conception of a sacrifice among some of the Aryan 
nations. The equation of yap, to sacrifice, with Greek 
dCopMi, to stand in awe, is difficult, if not impossible, 
on account of the difference of meaning. Nothing, in 
fact, justifies us in supposing that the idea of a 
sacrifice, in our sense of the word, existed among 
the Aryas before they separated. The concept of gods 
or devas had, no doubt, been elaborated before their 
final separation. Words also for metrical language 
(^A.andas = scandei'e, saB-man = carmen in cas- 

i 

water. FunUo is a nasaliaed form otfOd, and/u^ is a secondary form 
of/tt, Sk. hu. The Qothic giuta means to pour out. 
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mena) existed. Such, expressions as dS.tS!ras vasu- 
nfi,in or vasua.m in. the Veda, dS,t^rd vohun^m 
and d^lta varihvS.m in Zend, and Sot^/oss iaoav (i.e. 
Fea-Facav) ill Plomer, would seem to show that the idea 
of the gods giving gifts to men had been fully realised^ 
though not yet the idea of men giving gifts to the gods. 
If in borijpes ea<av and datSras vasutlm we may 
recognise, as Kuhn suggested, a phrase that had 
become fixed and idiomatic before the Aryan nations 
sepai'ated, it would have to be kept as a perfect gem 
in our linguistic museums. 

Vraysr better tlia>n Saorlfloe. 

In spite of the preponderance which the sacrifice 
has assumed in India, it is important to observe that 
the Vedic poets themselvc^ were strongly impressed 
with the fooling that after all prayer was better than 
sacrifice. Thus we read, Rv. VIII. 24, 20 : 

Uilsmyiim y&li&b ghn't^ evadiyaft miulhuna/t *a vofcata, 

‘ Httov IV powerful speech to Indra, which is sweBtor than butter 
and honey.' 

Ev. VI. 16, 47: 

fl to agne ril^ havlA hWdtC tashfum bharSmasi, tc te bhiiTantu 
ukshu7iaA Wshabhtfsa/i yaaSji uti. 

‘ We offer to thee, 0 Agni, an oblation made by the heart with a 
Terse, lot this bo thy oxen, thy bulls, and thy cows V 

Ev. I. 109, 1 : 

Vi hi akhyam milnastl yiisyaA iWiiin 
IndrAguI gii&aah uta vA. sa^/iUSn, 

Na anyii yuvat pnimati/v asti nuihyam, 

Sit/i yilm dhiynm yAijiayiUithn atakshain. 

'I looked about in ray mind, 0 Indra and Agni, wishing for wealth, 
among acixuaintanccs and kinsfolk. But thcro is no guardian for 
me but you, therefore did I oomposo this song for you.' 


' Benfey, Vocativ, p. 67 ; M; H., Selected Essays, i. p. 224. 
‘ It may also mean, ‘ Let these oxen be thine.’ 
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Ey. III. 63, 2; 

Pittib nd putrd/t ailaiTa ^ rabhe te 
Indm BvSdiBlWAnyil gii^ sa/dva/i. 

‘ With thG Bwooteat song I lay hold of tho hem of thy gannent, 
0 Indx'B, as a Bon lays hold of his father’s garment, 0 holpor.’ 

The gods are quite as frequently invoked in the 
hymns to hear as to eat and to drink, and hymns 
of praise are among the most precious offerings 
presented to the gods. 


The TrijnitlTe Baorlflea. 

But sacrifices certainly occupy a very prominent 
part in the Vedio hymns. Only we must distinguish. 
When ^ve hear of sacrifices, we cannot help thinking at 
once of sacred and solemn acts. But tho very names 
and concepts of sacred and solemn are secondary 
names and concepts, and presuppose a long develop- 
ment. In Sanskrit a sacrifice is simply called an 
act, karm a, though in time that name assumed the 
technical meaning of a sacred and solemn act. We 
must never forget that many of the ancient sacrifices 
were indeed nothing but the most natural acts, and 
that some of them are found with slight variations in 
the mopt distant parts of the world, and among 
people entirely umrelated and unconnected. 

Soxiilng Bad. Evening SCeBO. 

A morning and evening offering, for instance, is 
met with among Semitic quite as much as among 
Aryan nations. It was originally the morning and 
evening meal, to which in many places a third 
ofiering was added, connected with the midday meal. 
Throwing a few grains of corn on the fire, pouring 
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a few drops of their own drink on the altar, whether 
in memory of their departed parents, or with a thought 
of the sun, the giver of light and life, as he rose, and 
culminated and set every day, was the beginning of 
the daily sacrifice among the Aryas. These two or 
three libations in the morning, in the evening, and at 
noon, were quite familiar to the poets of the Rig-veda. 
For instance, Rv. IV. 35, 7 : 

PnUiiA suMm apiba^c liaiyasya, 

MiMliyandinam aavanam kdvalam te, 

Slim r<bliubh!/t pibasva ratiiadhebhi/t 
Stikhin yifn indhi kaki-iahe sukrityii. 

‘ 0 Iiidra, thou hast drunk what was poured out in the morning, 
the midday libation is thine alone ; drink now with tiie liberal 
Eibhus, whom thou hast made friends for their good deeds 

The name savana, libation, occurs in the Veda; 
but the technical term trishavaTia, the threefold 
libation, is not yet found in the hymns of the Rig- 
veda. 


Iilghtlng and keeping of the rixe. 

Another most simple and natural act, which in time 
came to bo called a sacrifice, consisted in tbe making 
up of the fire on the hearth, at sumdse and sunset, also 
at noon. It was a useful and necessary act, and 
would probably soon have to be sanctioned by habit, 
or enforced by law. It was the beginning of what 
afterwai’ds became the solemn Agnihotra, or fire- 
sacrifice, Thus we read, Rv. IV. 8, 8 : 

Y&h tva doshS yik ushilsi prasiirasat, 

Priyiim va tyil kri?!aTate havishman. 

• He who praises thee, Agni, in the evening or at dawn. Or who 
makes thee pleased with his oblation.’ 


' See also III. 26, I, 4, 5 ; V. 76, 3. 
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Or again, IV. 12, 1 : 

YA/t tvS(m agne inadliato yntitamlc 
TrlA te :lnnnm kri'navat silsmin dhan. 

• Ho who lights thee, 0 Agnl, stretching forth his spoon, he who 
gives thoe food three times on tho same day.’ 

But while the simple act of the making-up of the 
fire, and pouring some fat on it to make it flare up, is 
often mentioned, the technical term of the Agnihotr a 
sacrifice is not yet met with in the hymns of the Big- 
veda. 

ITew and PnU Uoou.. 

Again, the observation of the phases of the moon, 
which was essential in order to remember the months, 
the fortnights, and the seven days, nay, without which 
no well-regulated social life was possible, is clearly 
presupposed by the hymns. But tho technical name 
of tho New and Bull-moon sacrifice, Darsa-ptlrwa- 
mfisa, does not occur in the hymns. 

Xhe Xbxee Seasons. 

Another probably very primitive sacrifice was the 
Four-monthly sacrifice, marking tho three most im- 
portant seasons of the year. Here again the technical 
name /ffiturmisya is later than the hymns of the 
Bdg-veda. 

In all these acts, whether they lasted one moment 
only, or a whole day, or even many days, we can 
still discover a simple and natural purpose. They 
are not sacrifices, in our sense of the word. They 
prove no more than the existence of festive gather- 
iugs in a family or a village, to commemorate and 
impress on the mind of the young the important 
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divisions of the year, or to make sure of the regular 
performance of certain essential household duties. 
After a time, what was natural became artificial, 
what was simple became complicated ; and there 
cannot be the slightest doubt that in many of the 
Vedic hymns the poets show themselves already well 
acquainted with the later complicated phases of the 
sacrifice in India. Many priests are mentioned with 
their technical titles ; the times and seasons for certain 
sacrifices are accurately fixed ; sacrificial offerings have 
received their special names, they are ^restricted to 
certain deities \ and the original purpose of the sacri- 
fice is often completely lost in a mass of ritual that 
seems perfectly meaningless. 

3n>e meaning' of Solemn. 

But what I wish to make quite clear is this, that 
there is a growth, or a natural development in aU 
this. The mere fact that these simple offezings or 
these festive gatherings were repeated every day, or 
every month, or evei’y year, imparted to them a 
sacred and solemn character. Language itself teaches 
us that lesson. For how did we get the idea of 
solemn ? How did we come to caU anything solemn ? 
Simply by regular repetition. Solemn, the Latin 
sollennis, was dexdved, as the Romans themselves tell 
us, from sollus, whole, and annus for amzius, year. 
It meant therefore oinginally no more than annual, 
and then by slow degrees came to supply the new 
idea of solemn. 

' The three Savanas. or libations, are chiefly intondocl for Indra, 
the Agnihotra for Agni. See Ludwig, Mantralitteratur, p. 381. 
f21 I 
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I should say then that -we are perfectly justified, 
whenever we ^d in the Veda hymns full of allusions 
to minute ceremonial technicalities, to class such 
hymns as secondary or tertiary. But there remains 
the fact, and in spite of all efforts, I do not see how 
we can escape from it — that all the 1017 hymns, and 
even the eleven VMakhilya hymns, in which these 
technicalities occur, must have been collected not later 
than about 1000 B.c. Gan any other Aryan litera- 
ture match this ? If anybody can break through the 
net of oui- chronological argument, let him do so. No 
one would rejoice more than myself. But until that 
is done, we must learn to boar the slavery of facts. 



LECTURE VI. 


PHYSICAL BHLiaiON. 

Sefinltlon of Pli^Bloal BeUglon. 

P HYSICAL Roligion is generally defined as a 
worship of the powers of natui’o. We hear it 
said of ancient as well as of modern nations, that 
their gods were the sun or the moon, the sky with 
its thunder and lightning, the rivers and the sea, the 
earth, and even the powers under the earth. As 
Aaron said to the Isi'aelites, the poets and prophets 
of the heathens are supposed to have said to their 
people, ‘ These be thy gods.’ 

There are some well-known philosophers who go 
even further, and who, repeating again and again the 
old mistake of Be Brosses and Comte, maintain that 
the earliest phase of all religion is represented by 
people believing in stones and bones and fetishes of 
all kinds as their gods. 

Ood, as a pxadloste. 

As their gods ! Does it never strike these theorisers 
that the whole secret of the origin of religion lies 
in that predicate, their gods. Where did the human 
mind find that concept and that name ? That is the 
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problem which has to be solved ; everything else is 
mere child’s play. 

We ourselveSj the heii-s of so many centuries 
of toil and thought, possess, of course, the name 
and concept of God, and we can hardly imagine a 
human mind without that name and concept. But, 
as a matter of fact, the child’s mind is without that 
name and concept, and such is the difference of 
meaning assigned by different religions, nay, even 
by members of the same religion, to the name of 
God, that a general definition of it has almost become 
an impossibility. Nevertheless, however our ideas 
of God may differ, for us to say that the sun or the 
moon, or a pebble, or the tail of a tiger was God, 
would be absurd and self-contradictory. 

The Greeks also, at least the more enlightened 
among them, who had arrived at the name and 
concept of God, — men, I mean, like Socrates and 
Plato, — could never have brought themselves to say 
that any one of their mythological deities, such as 
Hermes or Apollo, was God, 6 9e6s. The Greeks, 
however, had likewise the name and concept of 
gods in the plural, but even that name, which lias 
a moaning totally different from that of God in the 
singular, could never have been applied by them to 
what are called fetishes, bones, feathers, or rags. 
Most of the Negro tribes, who are so glibly classed 
as fetish-worshippers, possess a name of God, quite 
apart from their fetishes; nay, their concept of God 
is often very pure and simple and true. But they 
would never apply that name to what we, not they, 
have called their fetish-gods. AH they really do is to 
preserve with a kind of superstitious awe some casual 
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objects, just as we nail a horse-shoe on our stable- 
flooi’S, or keep a farthing for luck in our purse. 
These objects they call grigri, or juju'^. This may 
mean anything, but certainly it does not mean fetish 
in the sense given to this word by De Brosses and 
other's, neither does it mean God. 

It has led to the greatest confusion of thought that 
our modern languages had to take the singular of the 
Greek plural, deal, the gods, and use it for Beds, God. 
It is quite true historically that the idea of Oeos, 
God, was evolved from the idea of Beoi, gods ; but in 
passing through that process of intellectual evolution, 
the meaning of the word became changed as com- 
pletely as the most insignificant seed is changed when 
it has blossomed into a full-blown rose, ©eds, God, 
admits of no plural, BeaC always implies plurality. 

The problem of Physical Religion has now assumed 
a totally different aspect, as treated by the Historical 
School. Instead of endeavouring to explain how 
human beings could ever worship the sky as a god, 
we ask, how did any hmnan being come into pos- 
session of the predicate god? We then try to discover 
what that predicate meant when applied to the sky, 
or the sun, or the dawn, or the fire. With us the con- 
cept of God excludes fii’e, the dawn, the sun, and the 
sky ; at all events, the two concepts no longer cover 
each other. What we want to study therefore is that 
ever-varying circumference of the predicate god, which 
becomes wider or narrower from century to century, 
according to the objects which it was made to include, 
and after a time to exclude again. 

> Hibbert Ledum, p. 103. The names aiid^Ijisero, priest, 

are traced liack to Portuguese sailors in Africa byW. J. Miiller, Die 
Afnkamsehe LmtdsehaJ’t Felu, 1675. 
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This problem, and a most difficult problem it is, 
can be studied nowhere so well as in the Veda, that 
is, in the ancient hymns of the Rig-veda. I doubt 
whether we should ever have understood the real 
nature of the problem with which we have to deal, 
unless we had become acquainted with the Rig- 
veda. 

S«lfic&tlon. 

It is quite clear that other nations also passed 
through the same phases of thought as the Aryan 
conquerors of India. We see the results of that 
process everywhere. In Africa, in America, in the 
Polynesian islands, avei-ywhere wo catch glimpses of 
the process of deification. But the whole of that 
process is nowhere laid open before our eyes in such 
fulness and with such perspicuity as in the Veda. 
Deification, as we can watch it in the Veda, does not 
mean the application of the name and concept of god 
to certain phenomena of nature. No, it means the 
slow and inevitable development of the concept and 
name of God out of these very phenomena of nature — 
it means the primitive theogony that takes place in 
the human mind as living in human language. 

It has always been perfectly well known that 
Zeus, for instance, had something to do with the sky, 
Poseidon with the sea, Hades with the lower regions. 
It might have been guessed that Apollo, like Phoebos 
and Helios, had a solar, AHemis, like Mene, a lunai’ 
character. But all this remained vague, the divine 
epithet applied to them all remained unintelligible, 
till the Veda opened to us a stratum of thought and 
language in which the growth of that predicate could 
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be watched, and ita application to various phenomena 
of nature be clearly understood. 

It will be the chief object of this course of lectures 
to elucidate this process of religious evolution, to 
place clearly before you, chiefly from the facts sup- 
plied by the hymns of the Veda, the gradual and 
perfectly intelligible development of the predicate god 
from out of the simplest perceptions and conceptions 
which the human mind gained from that objective 
nature by which man found himself surrounded. 

The XTatuxal and the Bupexnataxal. 

Wo have now classified the whole of our experience 
which we derive from nature under two heads, as 
either natural or aupernatural, natural comprising 
all that seems to us regular, confonnable to rule, and 
intelligible, mpenvatural all that we consider as yet 
or altogether as beyond the reach of rule and i-eason. 
This, however, as you will see, is but the last result 
of a long succession of intellectual labour. At fii’st 
sight, nothing seemed less natural than nature. 
Nature was the greatest surprise, a teiTor, a marvel, 
a standing miracle, and it was only on account of 
their peimanence, constancy, and regular i-ecurrenoe 
that certain features of that standing miracle were 
called natural, in the sense of foreseen, common, in- 
telligible. Every advance of natural science meant 
the wrestiag of a province from the supernatural, if 
we may use that word in the sense of what remains 
as yet a surprise, a terror, a marvel, or a miracle in 
man’s experience of objective nature. 

It was that vast domain of surprise, of ten-or, of 
marvel, and miracle, the unknown, as distinguished 
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from the known, or, as I like to express it, the in- 
tinite, as distinct from the finite, wliich supplied from 
the earliest times the impulse to religious thought 
and language, though in the beginning these thoughts 
and names had little of what we now call religions 
about them. Y ou remember that the very name of 
deva in Sanskrit, of deua in Latin, which afterwards 
became the name of God, meant originally bright, 
and no more. It came to mean God after a long pro- 
cess of evolution, which took place even before the 
Aryan separation, and of which we can only just catch 
the last glimpses in the phraseology of the Vedic poets. 


agsi, S1 t«, bs of tbe Sovob. 

How this came about we shall, I think, best learn 
to undei'stand if we analyse the growth of one of the 
many Devas or gods who form the Pantheon of the 
Veda. Many of these Vedic Devas appear likewise 
under more or less puzzling disguises in the mythology 
and religion of the other Aryan nations. Some, how- 
ever, exist in the Veda only as real Devas, while we 
find no trace of them, as mythological or divine 
beings, in other countries of the Aryan world. I shall 
begin my analysis of Physical Beligion with a Deva, 
belonging to ^is latter class, with the god of fire, 
called Agni in the Veda, but unlcnown under that 
name in any of the other Aryan mythologies, though 
the word agni, in the sense of fire, occurs in Latin as 
ignis, in Lituanian as ugn\, in old Slavonic as ogni. 

When I say the god of fire, I use an expression 
which has become familiar to us from classical my- 
thology. We speak of a god of the sky, or of the 
wind, or of the rain. But you will see that in the 
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Veda we can watch this god of tire long before he 
is a god at all ; and, on tlie other hand, we shall be 
able to trace his further growth till he is no longer 
a god of fire merely, but a supreme god, a god above 
all other gods, a ci-eator and rulei* of the -world. 

In fact we shall learn to understand by this one 
instance the authentic liistory of that long psycho- 
logical process which, beginning with the simplest 
and purely material perceptions, has led- the human 
mind to that highest concept of deity which we have 
inherited together with our language, as members of 
the great Aryan, and not of the Semitic family. 

Eaxly oonoeptions of fixe. 

If you can for a moment transfer yourselves to that 
early stage of life to which we must refer not only 
the 0 igin, but 1 kewise the early phases of Physical 
Religion, you can easily understand what an im- 
pression the first appearance of Fire must have made 
on the human mind. Fire was not given as some- 
thing permanent or etenial, like the sky, or the earth, 
or the water. In whatever way it first appeared, 
whether through lightning or through the friction 
of the branches of trees, ox through the sparks of 
flints, it came and went, it had to be guarded, it 
brought destruction, but at the same time it made 
life possible in winter, it served as a protection 
during the night, it became a weapon of defence and 
oflfence, and last, no least, ii changed man from a 
devourer of raw flesh into an eater of cooked meat. 
At a later time it became the means of working metal, 
of making tools and weapons, it became an indispen- 
sable factor in all mechanical and artistic progress; 
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and has remained so ever since. What should ■we be 
without fire even now? 

Vlie etymologlaal meaning of Agnl. 

What then did the early Aryas think of it, or, what 
is the same, how did they name it 1 Its oldest name 
in Sanskrit is Agni, and this has been preserved in 
Latin as ignis, in Lituanian as ugni, in old Slavonic 
as ogni. It was therefore a very old name. So far 
as we can venture to interpret such ancient names, 
Agni seems to have expressed the idea of quickly 
moving, from a root AG or Aff, to diive. The nearest 
approach would be the Latin ag-ilis. Another San- 
skrit name for fire is vah-ni, and this, too, coming 
from the same root which we have in veho and ve~ 
hemens, would have meant originally what moves 
about quickly. In the Veda Agni is called raghu- 
patvan, quickly flying (X. 6, 4). 

Vames of Fixe. 

It will be useful to examine some more of the old 
names of fire, beca,uBe every one of them, if we can 
still interpret it etymologically, will enable us to 
see in how many diflferent ways fire was conceived 
by the Aryas, how it struck them, what they thought 
of it. 

Dahana means simply the burner. 

Anala, from an, to breathe, would seem to mean 
the breathing, or blowing fire, just as anila is a 
name for wind. The root AN, to breathe, is the 
same which we have in animus, av/ima, and in 
Greek iveixos. In the Veda the fire is often said to 
be breathing (abhi-svasan, I. 140, 5). 
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PAvalcaj a frequent name of Agni, conveys the 
meaning of cleaning, clearing, illuminating. Some 
scholars have derived irvp and fire from ' the same 
root. 

Tanflnap§.t is a Vedic name of Agni. It is ex- 
plained as meaning ‘offspring of himself.’ It is 
possible, no doubt, to conceive Agni as self-born. 
He is called sva-yoni in the MahS,bh^rata (19, 
13931). But the usual idea in the Veda is that he 
has a father and mother, namely, the two fire-sticks. 

GfLtavedas, another' name for Agni, means all- 
seeing, all-knowing, like visvavedas. 

Vaisvfl,nara seems to convey the meaning of kept 
by all men, or useful and kind to all, universal. 

Another epithet applied to Agni is Bhuramyu. 
Bhuranyu means quick, and is formed on the same 
lines as Agni and Vahni. Derived as it is from a 
root BHAR, to bear, to carry, it seems to have meant 
originally, caiTied along headlong, borne away, or 
possibly, bearing away, like the Greek <f>^p6p,evos. 
This Sanskrit word bhuranyu is almost the same 
word as the Greek ^opmve6s, who is supposed to have 
brought to men the gift of fire, and to have become 
the founder of cities (Pans. ii. 15, 5)^. 

71re, named as aoUve. 

We ourselves occupy, of course, a totally different 
position from those who had first to conceive and 
to name fire. We learn the name mechanically from 
our parents, and the sound fire is a mere outward 
sign for what burns and hurts, or wai'ms and cheers 
us. In after life we may learn to call fire with the 
* Kuhn, MytMogische Sliulien, i. p. 311. 
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ancient Greek philosophers one of the four elements ; 
and, later on, a study of natural philosophy may 
teach us that fire consists of luminous and calorific 
rays, that it is a natural force, or, it may be, a motion 
of something unknown which we call ether. But in 
all this we deal with predicates only, and the under- 
lying substance remains as unknown as the underlying 
agent whom the, as yet, undivided Aryas called simply 
Agni, the movei’. 

At all events we may well understand that the 
eai'ly inhabitants of the eai-th were puzzled by the 
fire. There was nothing like it in the whole world 
— ^now visible, now invisible, tangible, yet dangerous 
to touch, destroying whole forests and the habitations 
of men, and yet most welcome on the heai-th, most 
cheerful in winter. 

We con well understand how, after the senses had 
once taken note of this luminous appaaution in its 
ever-varying aspects, a de,sire arose in the human 
mind, and m the human mind only, to know it ; to 
know it, not simply in the sense of seeing or feeling 
it, but to know it in the sense of conceiving and 
naming it, which is a very difiierent thing. 

How could that be done ? I cannot explain hero 
once more the whole of the process of conceiving and 
naming, or naming and conceiving. You will find 
that subject treated in my first course of Gifford 
Lectures, and more fully in my work On the Science 
of Thought^ published in 1887’. 

I can here only state it as a fact that the only 
instruments by which man could achieve this process 
of naming were what we call roots, and that all these 
roots, owing to the manner in which they first came into 
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existence, expressed actions, the ordinary actions per- 
formed by men in an early state of society. There were 
roots expressive of striking, pushing, canying, binding, 
lifting, squeezing, rubbing, and all the rest, and with 
these roots all that we now call naming and conceiving, 
the whole of our language, the whole of our thought, 
has been elaborated. 

This is a fact, simply a fact, and not a mere theory. 
To doubt it, as has been done of late again, is to doubt 
the laws of thought. We may differ as to the exact 
fonn in which those roots existed from the first. Such 
doubts are allowable with regard to roots, as elements 
of speech, they are allowable with regard to letters, as 
the elements of sound, nay even with regard to the 
chemical elements, as constituting the whole material 
world. But to doubt the existence of any of these 
three classes of elements is either ignorance or 
unreason. 

No one denies that we name and conceive by means 
of signs. These signs might have been anything, but, 
as a matter of fact, they were sounds ; and again, as a 
matter of fact, these sounds were what in the Science 
of Language we call roots. When we examine these 
roots, as the- actual elements of speech, we find that 
they signify acts, and we conclude that their sound 
was originally the involuntary clamor conconvitana 
of the simplest acts of man. This last conclusion 
may no doubt be called an hypothesis only, and 
I have never represented it as anything else; but, 
till a better hypothesis has been suggested, I retain it 
as the best working hypothesis. 

If then the Aryas possessed a root, such as AG, by 
which they expressed their own acts of marching, 
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running, jumping, and, at last, moving in general, all 
they did in naming and conceiving the marching, 
running, jumping, or quicldy moving luminous 
appearances of fire, -was to say to each of them ; ‘ Mov- 
ing here,’ ‘Moving there,’ or in Sa n skrit Ag-ni-s\ 

Agni therefore meant originally the mover, and no 
more. Many more qualities of the mover might he 
recalled by the name of Agni, hut they -were not 
definitely expressed by that one name. We must 
remember, ho-wever, that by calling him Agni, or the 
quick mover, the ancient people knew no more who 
or what that movei- was tlian we do when speaking 
of fire as an element, or as a force of nature, or, as we 
do now, as a form of motion. It sounds very learned 
when we say that ' a mass of matter becomes a source 
of light and heat in consequence of an extremely 
rapid vibratory movement of its smallest poitiolcs, 
which is propagated as a series of undulations into 
the surrounding ether, and is felt by our tactile nerves 
as heat, and by our optic nerves, if the undulations 
are sufficiently I'apid, as light.’ 

I confess, from a philosophical point of view, I 
see little diflference between this Ether, and Agni, 
the god of fire. Both are mythological. Professor 
Tyndal asks quite rightly : ‘ Is it in the human mind 
to imagine motion, without at the same time imagin- 
ing something moved 1 Certainly not. The very 


* From the eame root we hays in Qreek &yu, to drive, Sypa, the 
chase; in Latin ago, agrtien. The Sk. a^/ra, Qr. dypo^, Lat. ager, 
Goth, uler-s, mean meadow and field, possibly from the cattle being 
driven over it. The German comes likewise from ireiben. Tire 
words for goat also may be referred to this root, if they meant 
originally quickly moving or agile ; Sk. aya, Greek Lit. oXys. 
Consider the drift of an argument, and what are you driving at. 
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conception of motion includes that of a moving body. 
What then is the thing moved in the case of sunlight ? 
The undulatory theory replies that it is a substance 
of determinate mechanical properties, a body which 
may or may not be a form of ordinary matter, but to 
which, whether it is or not, we give the name of 
Ether.’ 

May not the ancient Ai'yas say with the same right ; 
‘ Is it in the human mind to imagine motion without 
at the same time imagining some one that moves 1 ' 
Certainly not. The very conception of motion in- 
cludes that of a mover, and, in the end, of a prime 
mover. Who then is that mover 1 The ancient Aryas 
reply that it is a subject of determinate properties, a 
person who may or may not be like ordinary persons, 
but to whom, whether he is or not, we give the name 
of Agni. 


Atrnl as a Eiuaan or Animal Agent. 

When that step had once been made, when the 
word Agni, Fire, had once been coined, the temptation 
was great, nay almost in'esistible, as Agni was con- 
ceived as an agent, to conceive him also as something 
like the only other agents known to man, as either 
an animal or human agent. 

W e often read in theV eda of the tongue or the tongues 
of Agni, which ai’o meant for what we call his lambent 
flames. W e read of his bright teeth (au/tidan, VII. 4, 2), 
of his jaws, his burning forehead (tapu/i-mfirdhan, VII. 
3, 1), nay, even of his flaming and golden hair (so/cilt- 
keaa, V. 8, 2 ; hiranyakesa, I. 79, 1), and of bis golden 
beard (hirismasru, V. 7, 7). His face (anikam) is 
mentioned, but that means no more than his appear- 
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ance, and when, he is called winged (I. 68, 5 ; VIII, 32, 
4), or even the hawk of the sky (diva/i syemk, VII. 15, 
4), that is simply intended to express, what his very 
name expresses, his swift movement. 

This may help to explain how some nations, 
particularly the Egyptians \ were led on to conceive 
some of their gods in the shape of animals. It arose 
from a necessity of language. This was not the case, 
however, in India. Agni and the other gods of the 
Veda, if they are imagined at all in their bodily shape, 
are always imagined as human, though never as so 
intensely human as the gods and goddesses of the 
Greeks. Beauty, human, superhuman, ideal beauty, 
is not an Indian conception. When in later times 
the Indians also invented plastic representations of 
their gods, they did not shrink from unnatural and 
monstrous combinations, so long as they helped to 
convey the chamctoi' of each god. 

All this is perfectly intelligible, and a careful study 
of language supplies us with the key to almost all the 
riddles of ancient mythology, 

xrew explanatloa of Animism, Personlfloatlon, and 
AntliropoBioxplilBm. 

Formerly the attribution of movement, of life, of 
personality and of other human or animal qualities to 
the great phenomena of nature, was explained by 
names such as Animism, Feraonification, Anthropo- 
morphism. It seemed as if people imagined that to 
name a process was to explain it. 

ntx. Kexliext Spencer, B,^nat Animism. . 

Here we owe a debt of gratitude to Mr. Herbert 
‘ See Appendix XII. 
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Spencer for having stood up for once as the champion 
of primitive man. I have often pointed out the bad 
treatment which these poor primitive creatures receive 
at the hands of anthropologists. Whatever the 
anthropologists wish these primitives to do or not 
to dOj to believe or not to believe, they must obey, 
like silent Karyatides supporting the airy structures 
of ethnological psychology (Ft;ZA^7’ps2/c7toZof/ie). liAni- 
miism is to be supported, they must say, ‘ Of course, 
the storm has a soul.’ If Personification is doubted, 
they are called in as witnesses that their fetish is 
very personal indeed. If Anthropomorphmn has to 
be proved as a universal feature of early religion, 
primitive man is dragged in again, and has to confess 
that the uncouth atone which he worsbip.s is certainly 
a man, and a great deal more than a man. 

Whenever I protested against this system of 
establishing Animism, Personification, and Anthropo- 
morphism as the primeval spiings of all religion, I 
was told that I knew nothing of primitive man, nor 
of his direct descendants, the modem savages. I have 
always pleaded guilty of a complete want of acquaint- 
ance with primitive man, and have never ventured to 
speak about savages, whether' ancient or modern, 
unless I knew something, however little, of the nature 
of their language. Mr, H. Spencer, however, cannot 
be disposed of so easily. If any one knows the 
savages, surely he does. But even he has had to pro- 
test at last against the theory that the primitive man 
is a kind of maid-of-all-work, at the beck and call 
of every anthropologist. ‘ The assumption,’ he writes 
(Sociolo^, p. 143), ‘ tacit or avowed, that the primitive 
man tends to ascribe life to things which are not 
(?) K 
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living, is clearly an untenable assumption.’ He 
defends even the child, -which has likewise had to 
do service again and again for what I called N ursery- 
psychology, against the charge of animism. When a 
child says, ‘Naughty chaii’ to hurt baby — beat it,’ 
Mr. Herbert Spencer shows that this burst of anger 
admits of very different explanations, and that no one 
would bo more frightened than the child if the chair, 
on being beaten, began to kick, to bite, or to cry. 

But though Mr. Herbert Spencer does not believe 
that any human being ever mistook an inanimate for an 
animate object, for even animals have learnt to make 
that distinction, he still considera them capable of 
very wonderful follies. He thinks that they do not dis- 
tinguish between what they see in dreams and what 
they see while awake (p. 147), nay, ho considers them 
capable of mistaking their actual shadows for their 
souls. On this point we shall have to touch at a later 
time. 

At present it suffices to state that all these processes 
have no-w been traced back to tlieii' vara cama, namely, 
to langutxge, and more paiticulai-ly to what ai'e called 
the roots of language. As every one of these roots 
expressed, owing to their very origin, one of the many 
acts with which men in an early state of society were 
most familiar, the objects thus named could not be 
named and conceived except as agents of such acts or 
as subjects. 

If -the Aryan nations wished to speak of fire, they 
could only speak of it as doing something. If they 
called it Agni, they meant the agent of fire. Instead 
of this understood agent, implied in the name of 
Agni, we hear other nations speak of the heart, the 
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soul, the spii'it, the lord, or the god of fire But all 
these expressions belong to a later phase of thought, for 
they presuppose the former elaboration of su^ con- 
cepts as soul, spirit, god, or they are based on meta- 
phor, as in the case of heart. 

Prof. Slele’s Theory of the Ooda as foeteui's. 

Professor Tiele in his Le Mythe de Kronos, 1886, 
came nearest to my own view on the development of 
the concept of God. ‘The ancient gods,’ he says 
(p. 9), ‘ are what, according to our abstract manner of 
speaking, we should call “ dea factmra, des forces, des 
sources de vie.” * He does not indeed lay stress on the 
fact that there was in our very language and thought 
an irresistible necessity of our speaking of the sky, the 
sun, the fire, if we speak of them at all, as agents. 
He only warns us against supposing that ‘ the gods 
are ever the phenomena of nature themselves, con- 
sidered as acting persons, but always what he calls 
souls or spirits, represented as analogous to the soul 
of man, that impart movement to the celestial bodies 
and produce all the effects for good or evil which 
appear in nature.’ This is most true, but does it not 
explain one difficulty by another? Was the soul of 
man a matter' of more easy discovery than the soul of 
the sky ? When we have once arrived at the concept of 
a spirit, as something substantial, yet different from 
the material body, the task of the religious and mytho- 
logical poet is easy enough. In another place (p. 30) 
Pi'ofesBor Tiele most rightly defines the physical deities, 
not as ‘ des objets nai/wrds que Von a persormiji^s,' but 
as ‘des itres positifs, des esprits, que Von a vus d 
‘ Biiuton, MijthsqfOn JTeio WorUl, pp. 48 seq. 
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Vceuvre dam la nature, oib ila se manifestent par 
leur action' All this ia perfectly true in our modem 
languages, which supply us with such terms as eaprita 
and ^tres positifa, ready made, but if we have to 
account for the more ancient formations and the 
earliest strata of religious thought, the science of lan- 
guage alone will solve the riddle why the great pheno- 
mena of nature were named as agents, as fact&wrs, 
nay, it will show that what at first seemed a mere 
freak of fancy was in reality a necessit}’ of language. 
While I accept Professor Tiele’s facteura, I cannot, 
for the early periods of human thought, accept his 
forces or aourcea de vie. While I gladly accept Mr. H. 
Spencer’s agents, I cannot accept his agenciea'^, 

THe Agenta la Vature. 

Facts are stronger than theories, and unless the 
facts as collected in my Seience of Thought can be 
shown to be no facts, the fact remains and will 
remain for ever, that all objects which were named 
and conceived at all, were named and conceived at 
first as agents. The sky was be who covers, the sun 
he who warms, the moon he who measures night and 
day, the cloud ho who rains, the 'fire he who moves, 
the horse he who runs, the bird he who flies, the tree 
he who grows or shades, even the stone he who cuts. 
We need not wonder at this, for we oui’selves still 
speak of a cutter, a tender, a sucker, a slipper, of 
clinkers and splinters, without thinking of the activi- 
ties ascribed to all these objects by the primitive 
framers of words. 

Though the agents of the different acts of nature 
‘ Sociolegy, p. 2-37. 
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remained unknown, yet as the agents of the light of 
the sun or of the rain of the clouds, they were con- 
ceived as very real agents. All this was the work, 
the almost inevitable work of language, provided 
always that we take language in the sense of the 
Greek logoSt comprehending both speech and thought 
as one. 

The Categories of Ure tTnderetauaing, 

If we once have accustomed ourselves to speak of 
thought as something different from language, then, of 
course, instead of appealing to the necessities of 
language as a whole, we should, with Kant, have to 
appeal to the categories of the understanding. We 
should then have to recognise the category of substance 
as embodied in the active character of roots. We 
should thus gain, perhaps, a clearer insight into the 
abstract process of thought, but we should lose all 
that is most important to us, namely, the historical 
growth of the human mind. 

I have neither forgotten Kant, nor surrendered my 
belief in his categories. But the study of language, 
as the embodiment of thought, has made it clear to 
me that Kant’s categories are abstractions only. They 
have no existence by themselves. They are not 
pigeon-holes made of a pine and covered with cloth — 
they are simply the inside of language. 

Tlia Categories of Xanguage. 

Justice has at last been done to language. At 
first Ai-istotle learnt from language what he very 
properly called the categories, that is, the predica- 
ments, or what we can predicate of oui‘ experience. 
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Afterwards these categories, though originally ab- 
stracted from language, claimed complete independence 
and became extremely masterful in their relation to 
language and grammar. At last, however, language 
has now resumed her proper position as the only 
possible embodiment of deliberate thought, and the 
categories, so far from being the moulds in which 
language was cast, are recognised once more as the 
inherent foims of thought-language. 

We shall thus understand why fire, if it was to bo 
named at all, could at first be named in one way only, 
namely, as an agent. 

Fixe, na a nevai. 

We may now advance a step further, and ask how 
it was that Agni in the Veda is not conceived as an 
agent only, but as a god, or, if not, as yet, as a god in 
the Greek sense of the word, at least as a Deva. 
How shall we account for that ? 

Here we touch at once on the most vital point in our 
analysis. Certainly in the Veda Agni was called deva, 
perliapa more frequently than any other god. But 
fortunately in the Veda we can still discover the 
original meaning of the word deva. It did not mean 
divine, for how should such a concept have been 
suddenly called into being % Deva is derived from 
the root DIV, and meant originally bright. From 
the same root we have in Sanskrit diva, sky, divas a, 
day, in Lat. dies, and many more, all originally ex- 
pressive of light and brightness. In many passages 
where Agni, or the Dawn, or the Sky, or the Sun are 
called deva, it is far better to translate deva by 
bright than by divine, the former conveying a natural 
meaning in harmony with the whole tenour of the 
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Vedic hymns, the latter conveying hardly any mean- 
ing at all. 

But it is true nevertheless that this epithet deva, 
meaning originally bright, became in time, in the 
Vedic, nay even in the Aryan period already, the 
recognised name of those natural agents whom we 
have been accustomed to call gods. We can watch 
the evolutionary process before our very eyes. When 
the different phenomena of nature representing light, 
such as the morning, the dawn, the sun, the moon, 
the sky, had been invoked each by its own name, they 
could all be spoken of by the one epithet which they 
shared in common, namely deva, bright. In this 
general concept of those Bright ones, all that was 
special and peculiar to each was di'opt, and there re- 
iiiained only the one epithet deva, to embi'ace them 
all. Here then there arose, as if by necessity, a new 
concept, in which the distinctive features of the various 
bright beings had all been merged in that of brightness, 
and in which oven the original meaning of brightness, 
being shared by so many very different beings, had 
been considerably dimmed or generalised, so that there 
remained little more than the concept of agent which, 
as modified by brightness, had been from the begin- 
ning contained in the root DIV. 

You will now perceive the difference between our 
saying that the ancient Aryas applied the name of 
gods to the fire, the sun, or the sky, or our watching 
the process by which these Aryas were brought to 
exti’act or absti'act from the concepts of foe, sun, moon, 
and sky, all being bright beings, the general con- 
cept of Deva-hood. But, though we cannot help 
translating deva by god, you will easily understand 
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what a distance there is from Deva-hood to Goil- 
hoocL A Deva is as yet no more than a bright 
agent, then a kind agent, then a powerful agont, a 
more than human agent, nay, if you like, a super- 
human agent ; and then only, by another step, by 
what may be called a step in the dark, a divine 
agent. 


Oreek and Boman Gods. 

In Greece the process was slightly different. The 
Greeks very soon endowed these powerful agents 
with human qualities, to such an extent that immor- 
tality seems almost the only quality which they do 
not share in common with human beings. In Italy 
the old gods had less of that anthropomorphic 
character which they had in Greece. It is, in fact, 
a distinguishing feature of ancient Roman mythology 
that there are few family ties that hold the gods to- 
gether, while the Greek gods are all related with one 
another most intimately, if not always, most correctly. 

The early Christians invented still another concept 
for these Greek and Roman gods. They did not deny 
their substantial existence, but they accepted them 
as living beings, as spirits, as they called them, but 
as evil spirits. This idea has remained till almost 
to our own time, when the study of ancient religion 
and ancient language has enabled us to see what 
the D e vas of the Aryas really were — not evil spirits, 
hot human or superhuman beings, but names given 
to the most prominent phenomena of nature, which 
naturally and necessarily implied the idea of agents. 
With the progress of language and thought ^L•e are 
now able to speak instead of agents, of agencies, oC 
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forces, forces of nature, as we call them ; but what 
is behind those agencies, what is behind w'armth or 
light or ether, we know as little as the Vedic 
Rishis knew what was behind their Agni or their 
other Dcvas. 


Busldn on tbe Ancient Gods. 

How powerful the influence of words may be, how 
long they may continue to charm and to mislead 
even the wisest, we may see from an eloquent passage 
in Mr. Ruskin’s Fruderita, vol. iii. p. 172. He tries 
to explain to himself and to others what he means 
when he speaks, as he often does, half poet, half 
philosopher as he is, of gods. ‘By gods in the 
plural,’ he wi'itos, 'I mean the totality of spiiitual 
pow'crs, delegated by the Lord of the universe to do, 
in their several heights, or oiSces, parts of His will 
respecting man, or the world that man is imprisoned 
in ; not as myself knowing, or in security believing, 
that there are such, but in meekness accepting the 
testimony and belief of ail ages, to the presence, in 
heaven and earth, of angels, principalities, powers, 
thrones, and the like — with genii, fairies, or spirits 
ministering and guai-ding, or destroying and tempting, 
or aiding good work and inspiring the mightiest. 
For all these I take the general word “ gods,” as the 
best understood in all languages, and the truest and 
widest in meaning, including the minor ones of 
sei’aph, cherub, ghost, wraith, and the like; and 
myself knowing for indisputable fact, that no true 
happiness exists, nor is any good work over done by 
human creatures, but in the sense or imagination of 
such presences.’ 
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Does not this confirm the words of EiOsmini when 
he said : ‘ The deeper we penetrate into this matter, 
the more do wo find that all our intellectual errors, 
all the pomicioua theories, the deceptive sophistries 
by which individuals and nations have been deluded, 
can be traced back to the vague and improper use of 
words ’ 


Evolution of the word Deva, 

It is very important that you should clearly appre- 
hend this process by which the word deva, originally 
meaning bright, assumed in time the meaning of god, 
in that sense at least in which the Hindus, like the 
Greeks and Komans, would speak of Agni, the fire, 
TJshas, the dawn, Dyaus, the sky, as their Devas, 
or their gods. It is one of the most interesting cases 
of intellectual evolution, for it shows us how a word, 
having originally the purely material meaning of 
brightness, came in the end by the most natural 
process to mean divine. There was nothing inten- 
tional in that process. It was impossible that there 
should have been a conscious intention to express 
the divine, for, if there had been such a conscious 
intention, there would have been already in the 
human mind a pre-existent name and concept of 
the divine. The process was one of the most natural 
evolution. You may say that nothing could be 
evolved that was not involved in the word deva, 
and in one sense this is perfectly true. In the 
idea of agency, which was involved in every root, 
there lay the genn which, as one outside envelope 

’ Tho Ruling Fi'tnciple qf UetluKl, applied io Rdueaiicn hy Emnini. 
'rranalated ty Mrs. ^Y. Grey, 1887, p. 262. 
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after the other was removed, came out in the end 
in all its simplicity and purity. But it came out 
nevertheless aft&t' it had been coloured or detei’- 
mined by these former envelopments. It had passed 
through an historical process, and had thus grown 
into on historical concept. 

Nor must we suppose that the evolution of the 
word deva was the only evolution which gave us in 
the end the idea of divine. That idea was evolved 
in many different ways, but nowhere can we watch 
every stage in the evolution so well as in the history 
of the word deva. Om‘ own word Qod must have 
passed through a similar evolution, provided it be 
an old word. But unfortunately nearly aU its ante- 
cedents are lost, and its etymology is quite unknown. 

We have as yet traced the history, or, if you like, 
the evolution of the word deva to that stage only 
when it signifies a number of bright, kind, powerful 
agents, such as Mr. B-uskin declared he could still 
accept on the testimony and belief of all ages. But 
its history, as we shall see, does not end there. It 
gradually rises to the highest concept of deity, to a 
belief in a God above all gods, a creator, a ruler of 
the world, a judge, and yet a compassionate father, 
so that what seems at first a mere matter of linguistic 
archaeology, will stand before us in the end as the 
solution of one of the most vital questions of religious 
philosophy. How many times has the question been 
asked. Whence comes the idea of God? and how many 
different answers has it elicited 1 Some people main- 
tain it is inherent in the human mind, it is an innate 
idea, or a precept, as it has lately been called. Others 
assert that it could have come to man by a special 
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I’evelation only. Others again, like Professor Gruppe, 
maintain that it is a mere hallucination that took 
possession of one man, and was then disseminated 
through well-known channels over the whole world. 
We do not want any of these guesses. We have a 
guide that does not leave us in the dark when we are 
searching for the first germs of the idea of God. 
Guided by language, w'e can see as clearly as possiblo 
how, in the case of deva, the idea of God grew out 
of the idea of light, of active light, of an awakening, 
shining, illuminating, and warming light. We are 
apt to despise the decayed seed when the majestic 
oak stands before our eyes, and it may cause a certain 
dismay in the hearts of some philosophers that the 
voice of God should fia'st have spoken to man from 
cut the fii'o. Still as there is no break between 
deva, bright, as applied to Agni, the fire, and many 
other powers of nature, and the Beas Optimus Maximus 
of the Eomans, nay, as the God whom the Greeks 
ignorantly worshipped was the same God whom 
St. Paul declared unto them, we must learn the lesson, 
and a most valuable lesson it will turn out to he — 
that the idea of God is the result of an unbroken 
historical evolution, call it a development, an uiiveil- 
ing, or a purification, hut not of a sudden revelation. 

XTatoraa Bevelatlaii of QocL 

It seems almost inoredihle that in our days such 
a lesson, confirmed as it is by the ii'refragahle evidence 
of historical documents, should he objected to as 
dangerous to the interests of religion, nay, should 
form the object of virulent attacks. 

Por some reason or other, our opponents claim for 
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their own theories the character of orthodoxy, while 
they try to prejudge the whole question by stigma- 
tising our own argument as heterodox. Now I 
should like to ask our opponents, fti-st of all, by what 
authority such metaphysical theories as that of innate 
ideas can possibly claim the name of orthodox, or 
where they can point to chapter and verse in support 
of what they call either a special or a universal 
primeval revelation, imparting to human beings the 
first concept and name of God? To a student of 
the religions of the world, in their immense variety 
and their constant divisions, tlie names of orthodox 
and heterodox, so freely used at all times and on all 
sides, have lost much both of their charm and their 
terror. What right have we to find fault with the 
manner in which the Divine revealed itself, first 
to the eyes, and then to the mind of mani Is the 
revelation in nature really so contemptible a thing 
that we can afford to despise it, or at the utmost treat 
it as good enough for the heathen world? Our eyes 
must have grown very dim, our mind very dull, if we 
can no longer perceive how the heavens declare the 
glory of God. We have now named and classified the 
whole of nature, and nothing seems able any longer 
to surprise, to terrify, to overwhelm us. But if the 
mind of man had to be roused for the first time, and 
to be lifted up to the conception of something beyond 
itself, what language could have been more powerful 
than that which spoke in mountains and torrents, in 
clouds and thunderstorms, in skies and dawns, in sun 
and moon, in day and night, in life and death ? Is 
there no voice, no meaning, is there no revelation in 
all this ? Was it possible to contemplate the move- 
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ments of the heavenly bodies, the regular return of 
day and night, of spring and winter, of birth and 
death, without the deepest emotion 1 

Of course, people may say now, We know all this, 
we can account for it all, and philosophy has taught 
us Nil admimri. If that is so, then it may bo true 
indeed that the sluggish mind of man had to be 
stirred once more by a more than natural revelation. 
But in. the early days of the world, the world was 
too full of wonders to require any other miracles. 
The whole world was a miracle and a revelation, 
there was no need for any special disclosure. At 
that time the heavens, the waters, the sun and 
moon, the stars of heaven, the showei-s and dew, 
the winds of God, fire and heat, winter and sum- 
mer, ice and snow, nights and days, lightnings and 
clouds, the earth, the mountains and hills, the green 
things upon the earth, the wells, and seas, and floods, 
— all blessed the Lord, praised Him, and magnified 
Him for ever. 

Can we imagine a more powerful revelation 1 Is it 
for us to say that for the children of men to join in 
praising and magnifying Him who revealed Himself in 
His own way in all the magnificence, the wisdom, 
and order of nature, is mere pagapism, polytheism, 
pantheism, and abominable idolatry? I have heard 
many blasphemies, I have heaa’d none greater’ than 
this. . 

It may be said, however, that the road from nature 
leads only to nature’s gods, to a belief in many, not in 
one supreme God. It certainly leads through that 
gate, but it does not stop there. If we return to the 
Veda^ the oldest record of a polytheistic faith, and if 
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we take up once more the thread where we left it, we 
shall be able to see how Agni, the god of fire, being 
at first but one by the side of many other gods, 
develops into something much higher. He does not 
remain one out of many gods. He becomes in the 
end a supreme god, the Supremo God, till his very 
name is thiwn away, or is recognised as but one out 
of many names by which ancient seers in thoir help- 
less language called that which is, the One and All. 
You may remember the passage from the Veda which 
I quoted before : ‘ That which is one, the seers call in 
many ways, they call it Agni, Yama, MAtarisvan. 

The Blagxaphy of Agni. 

This process, which I call the theogonic process, is 
so important that we must study it carefully, and 
step by step, in the case of at least one of the ancient 
gods. If I select for that purpose the god of fire, 
Agni, and not Dyaus, Zeus, Jupiter, the supreme god 
of the Aryan Pantheon, it is because the biography 
of Dyaus, having been fully worked out by me on 
former occasions, need not be gone through again in 
full detail It is my chief object at present to show 
how many roads, starting from different beginnings, 
all converged and met in the end in the same central 
point, the belief in one Supreme Agent, manifested in 
all that is and moves and lives, and how the perception 
of the Infinite was revealed everywhere in what we 
call the perceptions of the Finite. 

* Scenes qf Langmes,yo\. ii. chap. 11. 



LECTURE VII. 

THE BIOaBAPHY OF AGNI. 

Taots against Xheoxies. 

W E begin to-day the biography of Agni, the god 
of fire, and eball try to follow it from tho first 
chapter to the last. That biography may sometimes 
seem lengthy and wearisome, but we must go through 
all its chapters patiently, for the whole question of 
Natural Religion depends really on the success of our 
present inquiry. The only successful way of contro- 
verting the prevalent theories of the origin of religion 
is an appeal to facta. I maintain that the ancient 
records of religion, more particulaily in India, supply 
historical evidences that the human mind was able, by 
its own inherent powers, to ascend from nature to 
nature’s gods, and, in the end, to the God of natui’e. 
If we can prove this, the verdict cannot be doubtful, 
for even in theological discussion facts are still 
stronger than theories. In answer to those who have 
recourse to what they call innate faculties or special 
revelations, we appeal to historical records, and, 
where so much is at stake, we must not shrink 
from wearisome labour. Some of the details in 
the historical evolution of Agni, fire, may seem unim- 
portant for our purpose, but we have watchful and 
powerful enemies, and we must not leave any posi- 
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tion in our onward marcli exposed to surprise and 
capture. 


Premature OeneraUsatlon. 

Nothing does so much mischief in our sphere of 
work as premature generalisation. It seems that 
Professor Weber ^ remarked, in one of his early publi- 
cations, that ‘Agni is adored essentially as earthly 
sacrificial fire, and not as an elemental force.’ This 
statement has been repeated again and again, till at 
last it was supposed that Agni was really a mere in- 
vention of priests, and unknown, at all events, before 
the development of the sacrificial system in India. It 
is perfectly true that Agni, as the fire on the altar, 
takes a vei-y prominent place in the Yedic hymns. 
Agni, in fact, is, together with Indra, the Deva to 
whom most hymns are addressed, and in many of 
them the same praises are repeated and the same 
epithets used which apply to the sacrificial fire. But 
there are other passages, less numerous, no doubt, but, 
for that very reason, more important to us, in which 
Agni is celebrated without any reference as yet to the 
fire on the altar. 

I shall begin by examining these passages in which 
Agni is described in his purely physical character. 

Agni in Us Physlosl Charsotex. 

The first question was. Whence did he come 1 To 
this many answers are given. We read, Rv. 11. 1, 1 : 

Tvfito agne dyiibhlA tvitm ftausutshilMiA tvilm adbhyaA tvfim 
lUmanaA ptlri, 


( 2 ) 


‘ History qf Sanskrit iiieraiwe, p. 40. 

I. 
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Tvilm v£nebhyii7i tv^lm dshadhibhyaA tv£m nWnSm nripaie 
g&yaae su/cUi. 

‘ Thou, 0 Agni, arfc bom wiahiug to ahine forth, thou art born 
from the shies, thou from the waters, thou from the stone, thou 
from the wood, tiiou from the herbs, thou, king of men, the 
bright one.’ 

Here we learn in one verse all the possible ways in 
which Agni could have appeared to man. Fii'st, from 
the skies, as the fiery and scorching sun, which by its 
heat could kindle inflammable substances ; secondly, 
from the waters, that is, from the clouds, as lightning ; 
thirdly, from the stone, which must be meant for the 
flint, though the striking fire out of flint is not recog- 
nised in the Veda as a sacrificial act ; fourthly, froin 
the wood and the herbs, that is, from the fii-e-sticks 
and from dry leaves which, like our tinder, caught the 
spai'k and kept it safe, till, by means of blowing, it 
would burst forth into flames. 

Let us now examine these four kinds of Agni’s birth 
more in detail. 


Agni, as ths Sun. 

That Agni was often taken as the sun, is proved by 
many passages in the hymns of the Edg-veda. For 
instance, Rv. VI. 9, 1 : 

Ahah Jm kWshndm ilha7i Hrfunam ka, -vi vartete rdi^ast vedy- 
iibhiA, 

VaiavilnardA {^SyamAna^t nil dva atirat oiy(3tish& agni/i 
titmainai. 

‘ The black day and the red day (night and day) turn heaven 
and earth by their different oolonre. Agni etridea down across 
the darkness, beloved by all men, like a born king,’ 

Here Agni, striding down across the darkness, is 
evidently meant for the sun itself. In another verse, 
HI. 14i 4, Agni is called Sfirya, sun. 
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Yilt .loMshi sahasaTi pntra tiahfhft/t 
abhi kahiti% pratUayan afiryaA niin. 

' (Agni) when thou, 0 aon of sti^ngth, stoodat as the sun, spread- 
ing wide OYor men and their dwellings.’ 

In the ErS/hmanas it is stated explicitly that Agni 
in his third character is the sun^. (Yad asya divi 
tritiyam tad asiv iLditya iti hi brahman am, Nir. VII. 
28.) In other passages, however, the two are distin- 
guished from, though also compared with, one another. 
Thus the sun is said to spring from the nocturnal 
Agni. For instance, Rv. X. 88, 6 : 

MUrdh^ bhuviiA hhayati nilkiam agnlA tdtaft aurya/i gAyate 
pratii/i udyiin. 

•Agni is the head of the world hy night ; from him is born“ the 
sun, rising in tho morning.’ 

The two, Agni and the sun, are compai-ed, as when 
it is said, V. 1, 4, that ‘the minds of worshippers turn 
togethei’ towards Agni, as our eyes turn towai-ds the 
sun.’ Or, VII. 8, 4, suiya?! n4 r6/rate, ‘ Agni, who shines 
like the sun.’ 

And again, VIII. 43, 6 : 

Ete tyd withak agmlyaA iddh£sa/( adm ad)fkshata uahilailiiL 
iru ketilvaA. 

‘ These lighted fires are seen scattered, like the splendour's of tlie 
dawn.’ 

We often read, particularly in the Brfi,hmanaB, that 
Agni is the light by night, the sun by day. There is 
a passage often quoted fi'om the Aitareya-BrSihmana, 
VIII. 28, ‘The sun (Aditya),when setting, enters Agni, 
and vanishes — Agni, flaring up, enters the air (Vayu), 
'and vanishes.’ And afterwards, ‘ Agni is hom from tho 
air, the sun is hom from Agni, fire.’ 

' Borgaigne, Seli</ion VAligiie, i. p. 13. 

* Of. X. 88, 16, slrshatd/i (ratihn. 
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Agnl, the Sun, ox the Fixe on the Kearth. 

There are other passages where it is doubtful whe- 
ther the poets thought of the sun rising in the morn- 
ing and filling the world with splendour, or of the fire 
on the heaiiih and the altar, which may likewise be 
said to rise in the morning and fill the world with 
light. Tor instance, Ev. X. 1, 1 : 

.Agro hrihdn uahilsilm urcUivii/i nathat 
niA-j/iiganvSn tiiinnsii/i jQ'otiaha S ngat, 

AgiiiA bhanunit ru&ata sviiagaA 
£ gilt&h visva sadraanl apriUi. 

' Agni stood up mighty at the head of the dawn, ho approached, 
Doming with light out of darkneas. Born with beautiful limbs, ho 
has filled all dwellinga with hla shining light,' 

And again, X. 88, 13 ; 

Visvasmai agnim bhfivanfiya devSft 

r isvanaritm ketum dhnam alo-i«van, 
yah tatKna ushfisoA vibhatift 
fipo firiioti tamaA arjtishfi yitn. 

‘ Tho gods made Agni Vahvanara the light of days for the whole 
world, he who stretched out the shining dawns, and drove away 
the darkneaaj coming with splendour.’ 

VII. 78, 3 : 

A(/t<;anan sfiryam yagudm agnim apaAfnam tfimaA agfit dsushifun. 

"They, the Dawns, created the sun, the saoriflee, the fire; the 
unloved darkness went away.’ (Cf. VII. 99, 4.) 

Though the commentators often prefer to .apply 
such passages to the fire on the altar, or to look upon 
that fire, when lighted in the morning, as a symbol of 
the rising sun, it is quite clear that the idea of Agni, 
as manifested in the sun, was perfectly familiar to the 
Vedio poets. 
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Sun and Tire In Ameitloa. 

It requires a oeitain effoi-t with us to understand 
how two such different percepts as that of the fire, 
burning on the heai-th, and that of the sun, rising in 
the morning, crossing tbe sky, and setting in the 
evening, could be brought into the same mental foous^ 
and be conceived as one and the same object. Here, 
however, as elsewhere, a comparison of other religions, 
more particularly of religions which cannot claim any 
genealogical relationship with the Veda, is very useful 
in either removing or confirming our doubts and 
difficulties. 

Let us look to the American religions. It is time, 
there ai-e but few oases whei-e fiin and sun have actu- 
ally received the same name. Hrinton, however, in 
his Mytlus of the Few World, p. 143, tells us that the 
Teznque of New Mexico use tah both for sun and fire, 
and that the Kolosh of British America derive at least 
their names for sun and fire from the same root, fire 
being kan, sun kakan. But in their accounts of the 
creation, the sun is always spoken of as fire. It is not 
represented as anterior to the world, but as manu- 
factured by the old people (Navajos), as kindled and 
set going by the fii'st of men (Algonkins), or as fr'eed 
from a dai-k cave by a kindly deity (Haitians). 

»r. G. Muller, also, in his Hidunj of tha American 
original Religions, tells us that fire was kept burning 
in the temples of the Sun, as a constant representation, 
it would seem, of the solar deity (pp. 64, 69, 519). 
Worship of fii’e, he remarks, was intimately connected 
with worship of the sun (p. 125). And again: ‘The 
worship of ffie continued under the Incas, but it was 
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brought into the most intimate relation with sun- 
worship, In the temple of the sun, as well as in the 
house of the virgins of the sun, the eternal fire was 
always kept burning. At the high festival Raymi, in 
winter, this fire was lighted, as at Rome, by means of 
a golden concave mirror. Only if the sky was clouded, 
did they try, according to the most ancient custom, to 
get fire by means of rubbing two pieces of wood.’ 

In Peru, we hoar of a fight between two gods, one 
called Con or Viracooha, the other Pachacamac. 
The former is said to be the god of water or fertilising 
rain, the latter of fire, particularly of life-giving fire. 
This Pachacamac is repi-esented as the son of the sun, 
thus showing once more the close relation in which, 
in the imagination of primitive people, sun and fii-e 
stood to one another’. 

Bnn and Fixe amoniT tlte rin«. 

If now we turn for a moment to the Fins, who, as 
little as the Americans, can be suspected of having 
borrowed anything from the Yeda, we find there also 
that Panu, the god of fire, is conceived as a son of 
the sun. Thus we read in the Kaievala^, the famous 
epic poem of the Fins : 

‘ 0 Fonu, son of the sun, 

Oi&pring thou of tho dear day, 

Lift the fll'O up to the shy. 

In tho middle of the golden ring, 

Within the reek of copper, 

Carry it as a child to the mother, 

Into the lap of tlie dear old woman. 

Put it there, to shine by day, 

And to rest at night, 

Lot it rise every morning, 

Lot it set every evening.’ 


‘ Rune x£vi, vv. 431-411. 
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Castr&i remarks on this passage, that ‘it clearly 
shows how the ancient Fins looked upon the sun as 
an enclosed mass of fire, and upon earthly fire as an 
emanation from the sun, or, to adopt the language of 
the runes, as a child of the sun-mother. As therefore, 
sun and fire,’ he continues, ‘are originally one and 
the same thing, it is clear that with om- ancestors 
the worship of the Fire coincided with the worship 
of the Sun, and that Panu, Fire, could not be wor- 
shipped as an independent deity, but only as- a son of 
the sun.’ 

After these parallels, to which many more might be 
added, we shall be better able to enter into the ideas 
of our own Aryan, not Finnish, ancestors, when 
they comprehended under the name of Agni both 
the fire on the hearth or the altar, and the sun in 
the sky. 


Agnl, as Ufflttnliitr. 

We now come to a second class of passages, where 
Agni is said to be the son of Dyaue, the sky (DivaA 
shnuA, or aisuA), and likewise to spring from the 
waters, or to he the child of the waters (apSm gdr- 
bhaA, Rv. III. 1, 12). Here he must be understood 
as lightning coming from the douds. For instance, 
Rv.VI. 6,2: 

Sd/i svitilnfiA tanyatu/t roftanaathlOi. 

' This Agni, brilliant, thundering in heaven.' 

Or again, VII. 3, 6 : 

DiviSh nd te tanyatdA eti sdahmaA, 

' Thy dercenosB comes like the thunder of heaven,' 
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Ev. X. 45, 4 : 

Akrandat agnUi staniyan iva dyaii/i, 

‘ Agni rattied like the thundering sky.’ 


Ev. I. 143, 2: 

Sd/t gilyamdnaii poramd vybmani 
kvi/i agnik abhavat mAtariiivane, 

Asyil kriitvA .samidhAnilBya mai^mdnA 
prti dyavA sohlh prithivi arofcayat. 

‘ Agni, born in tho highest heaven, appeared to MAtarisvan. His 
splendour, when he had been kindled by wisdom and strength, 
lighted up heaven and earth.’ 


Kitarlsvan. 

This MAtarisvan, to -whom Agni appeared as light- 
ning, is frequently mentioned, and -we here reach a 
stratum of mythology, which crops up again and again 
in the Veda, hut which hitherto has resisted all 
analysis. We do not know what is meant by 
M§,tari8van, the name admits of no satisfactory 
etymology and seems to date from a remoter period 
of language. We may gather, however, from the 
passages in which Mitarisvan occurs that he was 
meant for the air or for the wind that seemed to carry 
the fire of lightning from heaven through the air to 
the earth". I quote again from Ev. I, 143, 2 : 

Sih gSyamdnak paramd vyomani 
AviA agniA abhavat mAtnrisvane. 

'Agni, born in the highest heaven, appeared to MAtaiisvan.’ 

' The oldest etymology is that given in Ev. III. 29, 11, mAtarisvA 
yat amimita mAtiiri. 

’ 'Among the Crooks also the four winds from the four oorners of 
the earth aiv believed to havo brought the saci-ed fire and pointed 
o(ut tlio sovon sacred plants. After having rondei-ed this service to 
men, the kindly visitors disappeared in the clouds, returning 
whence they came.’ ^Brinton, Myths tf the UTeio World, p. 77.) 
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In III. 5, 10 M^tarisvan is said to have lighted 
Agni, -when he was hidden, for the Bhrtgiis (see also 
in. 3, 13), and these Bh^tgus aa-e often mentioned as 
having spread Agni among men (1. 68, 6). In VI. 8, 4 
MSitaaisvan is called the Messenger of Vivasvat, who 
brought Agni. 

It is hut natural that this M^tariavan, who is said 
to have brought down lightning from the sky to man, 
should have hoen compared to Prometheus. But though 
in one point their functions are similar, their names 
are different, and we shall have to consider hereafter 
some other well-known attempts to trace the very 
name of Prometheus in the language of the Veda. 

fixe txom Flint. 

The striking fire out of a stone seems almost un- 
known in the Eig-veda. In one passage,, however, 
II. 13, 3, Indra is said to have produced Agni from 
two stones : 

YjUi lismanoA astiU ngniin i/.i{rSna. 

‘ He ■who produced fire from two stones,' or, as others explain, 
‘ from t-wo clouds, acting ns stones.' 

In either case the mere fact that fire may be struck 
from a flint seems to have been known in Vedic times. 

Fixe firom Wood. 

The fourth process, that of eliciting fire by means of 
rubbing two fire-sticks and catching the spark in dry 
herbs, is mentioned again and again. It was evidently 
considered to require both force and skill. One of the 
standing epithets of Agni is ‘the son of strength’ 
(sfinu/t sohasa//., III. 1., 8), and among ancient families 
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the Bh7’igus are often mentioned as having possessed 
the secret of making and keeping a fire in the house 
Thus we read, I. 143, 4 : 

Yitm erir^ bhn^va^i Tuv^vedasaiu 

pi-ithiTya/i bbuvanaaya maffnadnU. 

' The Bhrigas exoited or kindled Agni in the centre of the earth 
by the stren^h of man.' 

And again, II. 4, 2 : 

dvit2 adadhnfe bhWgaTait vikehu tyoh. 

' The Bhrigus placed Agni twofold among the tribes of men.' 

It is curious that the name Bh^'igu should oorrespond 
letter by letter to the 4>A^yt)es of Greek mythology. 


Uythologicol Ideas oonneoted with Tire. 

This last process of producing fire by rubbing is a 
very favourite subject of ibe Vedio poets. Of the two 
pieces of wood used for rubbing out fire, one is called 
the mother, the other the father of Agni. Thus we 
read, V. 9, 3 : 

Uta sma ydm slsum yathA ndrom j/anishfa ardnt, 
dhartarain mSnashInAm Tiaffm agnim svadhvardm. 

‘ He whom the two fire-sticks (arard) produced, like a new-born 
baba, Agni, tlie supporter of idle tnbes of man, good at the 
saoriflce.' 

This myth of the new-born babe soon assumes 
greater proportions. Thus it is said, Ev. X. 79, 4 : 

TAt Ydm rit&m rodas! prd brarimi frfh'ninAna/t mdtarA gdrbha/t 
atti, 

nA ahAm devAsya martyah Aiketa agniA ahgA viketAA sAA prA- 
AetAA. 

^ It is curious to observe that in many of the languages of 
Australia there is but one word both for fire and for wood. See 
t!urr, T/ie Australian Sase, rol 1. p. 9. 
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‘0 Heaven and Earlh, I proclaim thia truthful fact, that the 
child, aa soon as bom, cats hia pai'ents. I, a mortal, do not 
understand this (act) of a god ; Agni indeed understands, for he 
is wise I ‘ 

It was considered another wonderful thing, as we saw 
before, that a living thing, like Agni, should be bom 
from a dry stick, or that, though his mother does not 
suckle him, he yet should grow so rapidly, and proceed 
at once to do his work as messenger between gods 
and men (X. 115, 1). Again (V. 9, 4), he is said to be 
difficult to catch, like a brood of serpents, and to con- 
sume forests, as cattle do on them pasture. 

But all this is a beginning only. The subject grows, 
and is varied in every possible way. You know how 
often our critics have expressed their inability to 
believe that the conversation of the Vedic Aryas 
should have turned on nothing but the trivial events 
of every day. I can understand their incredulity, so 
long as they do not open the pages of the Eig-veda. 
But on every one of these pages they will find facts 
which are stronger than all theories, and which leave 
us no doubt that the poetry of the Vedic Aryas turned 
chiefly on the sun, the moon, the sky, the wind, the 
storm, and the fire. 

The repetition of the same ideas is apt to become 
tedious, but even this tedious repetition contains a 
lesson, if it helps to give us a truer idea of the slow 
but natural growth of the human intellect where we 
can best watch it, — ^in the hymns of the B.ig-veda ; 
and, if it makes us understand that even a belief 
in Agents, whether in the fire, or in the sun, or in the 
sky, need not be considered as mei'e paganism and 
idolatry, but as containing healthy seeds, which in 
time were meant to grow into a rich harvest. 
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Afful, as Seva, Blight, Amavtya, Undying, bo. 

We saw tow naturally Agni, the fire, could be called 
dev a, bright, without any thought, as yet, of calling 
him a god. Even when the light of Agni is spoken 
of as immortal, that need not mean, as yet, any more 
than that it lasts for ever, if properly kept up. We 
read, for instance, Rv. VI. 9, 4, id4m gyoti/i, amWtam 
m^rtyeshu, ‘ See this light immortal among mortals.’ 
Here immortal might still be tmnslated by the never- 
dying light. The fire, as a masculine, or rather as an 
agent, was also called, I. 58, 4, a</ara, not-aging, and 
the Vedic poets dwelt again and again on the contrast 
between the undying Agni and his dying friends. 
Of other Devas also it was said that they were not, 
like human beings, subject to decay and death. 


Agni, the XnuuortsI among UEoxtals. 

But while the ancient poets brought themselves to 
think of an impassable golf between the mortals on 
one side and the immortals on the other, this gulf 
vanished again in the case of Agni. He, immortal as 
he was, dwelt among men. He was the guest (atithi, 
II. 4, 1) of men, often called the immortal among 
mortals (amrtta/i m4rtyeshu, VIII. 71, 11). 

Now this expression, ‘immortal among mortals,’ 
seems at fii’st sight of no great consequence. But 
like many of these ancient phrases, it contains germs 
waiting for a most important development in the 
future. We may recognise in that simple expression 
of an immortal, dwelling among mortals, being the 
guest, the friend, the benefactor of mortals, the first 
attempt at bridging over the gulf which human Ian- 
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guage and hninan thought had themselves created 
between the mortal and the immortal, between the 
visible and the invisible, between the finite and the 
infinite. Such ideas appear at fii'st in a very simple 
and almost unconscious foim, they present themselves 
without being looked for, but they remain fixed in 
the mind, they gain from year’ to year' in strength and 
depth, and they form at last a fertile soil from which in 
later ages may spring up the most sublime conceptions 
of the unity between the mortal and the immortal, 
between the visible and the invisible, between the 
finite and the infinite, such as are expressed in the 
dark words of Heraclitus, aOivaroi Ovr\Toi, BvtjtoI 
idivaroi,. There is a continuity in all our thoughts, 
and there is nothing more important for a true ap- 
preciation of our intellectual organisation than the 
discovery of the coarse threads that form the woof 
of our most abstract thoughts. 


Agnl, the Priend, Helper, Father, 

If Agni had once been recognised as a friend or as 
a welcome guest in the house, there soon followed a 
shower of other epithets expressive of man's apprecia- 
tion of Agni’s benefits. I can mention here a few only. 
He is called master of the houpe, grihapatiA, 1. 12, 6 ; 
lord of the people, vispati/t, 1. 12, 2 ; leader, puraotfi,, 
III. 11, 5 ; king, r%8., I. 59, 5. In I, 31, 10 we 
read: 

Tvdm ngtie pntmatift tvdm pitS asi na», tvam vay-iskrit tdva 
Sfamilya7i yayam. 

‘ Thou, 0 Agni, art our providence, our father ; thou givest us 
vigour, we are thy kindred.' 
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IL 1,9: 

Tvam puM7t bhavaai yit/t to dvidbat. 

‘ Thou art a son to him who worships thee.' 

YI. 1,5; 

Fit^ m^t^ sAdam it mSnushilnftm. 

‘Thou art always father and mother for men.' 

X. 7, 8 ; 

Agnim manye pitaram agnim &pim 
agnim bhriLtaram sitdam it sakhayam ; 
agnail itnikam brihataft saparyam 
dM sukram ynffatdm sdryasya. 

‘ I hold Agni to be my father, I hold him to bo my kinsman, my 
brother, and always my friend. I worshipped the face of the 
mighty Agni, the holy light of the sun in heaven.' 


Agul, Kdper In Battle. 

But Agni was not only beneficial in the bouse, he 
was also a powerful helper in battle, the destroyer of 
enemies, whether human or superhuman. It is easy 
to imagine what an advantage the possession of fii'e 
must have proved in primitive warfare. How easy it 
was with a well fiung torch to set a whole forest on 
fire, or to smoke out enemies who had taken refuge 
in a cave. 

rixoless Baoes. 

The eneiriies of the Aryas in the Vedic times ai'e 
called Dasyu^, or even Rakshas and Y§,tudhS,na, 
giants and devils. These wild tribes are often called 
an-agni-tra, those who do not keep the fire. Thus 
we read, I. 189, 3 : 

.Agne tvdm asradt yuyodhi 
amivilk, dnagnltr&A abhi dmanta iriaixCOi, 
punah asmdbhyam suvitKya deva 
kshSm vIsfvebhiA amritebhift yapatra. 

‘ Letter on the Turanian Languages, pp. 88 b( 1. 
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‘ Agni, drive away from us the enemies, — ^tribes who keep no fire 
came to attack us. Come again to the earth for our welfare, sacred 
god with all the immortals.’ 

These fireless races are also called kravya-ad, 
eating raw flesh (/cpeo^dyot), and dmad (X. 87, 7) (Apo- 
^dyot). They ai’e even suspected of feeding on human 
flesh, X. 87, 16 (y^Ji paiirusheyevia kravlshtl, sa- 
mafiiktd). They are described very much in the same 
way in which lower races are described even now by 
those who covet their land. Thus, in Rv. VII. 104, 
two of the warlike gods of the Vedic people, Indra 
and Soma, are invoked by VasishWia to help him and 
his people to destiny those who do not worship his 
gods, who do not speak the truth, and who keep no 
fire in their houses. 

1. ladrasoma tilpatam niksha/t ub^dtam 
nl arpayatam vri8ha»a. tama/t*vn'dlia7> ; 
pilnl sn'nitnm akltoA ni oshatam 
batilm uudcthflm nl sisltam atrina/t. 

2. IndrAsomil sitm agbilsamsam abhi agbilm 
tdpuA yayastu karu/i agniviln iva, 
brahmadvisho kravya-ilde gborAl'ak.shase 
dvesha/t dhattam anavAydm kimidine. 

8. IndrAsomil duA-kiftaA vavre antd7» 
onilrambhand tiUuasi prA vidbyatam, 
yatbA na atab puna/i Ckab kanii uddyat 
tdt vAm astu sithase manyumilt sdya7t. 

4. IndrflsomA vartdyatam divdb vadhiim 
silm pWtbivy^ aghtisnmsaya tdrhaKam, 
ut taksliatom svarySm pdrvatebhya/i 
ydua rdksbab vavrldhAndm nif/urvatkab. 

1. ‘ 0 Indra and Soma, burn the devils (Hakshas), hold them 
under, throw them down, they who grow in darkness. Tear them 
off, the madmen, burn them, kill thorn, hurl them away, slay the 
gluttons, 

2. ' 0 Indra and Soma, up together against the cursing demon I 
May he burn and hiss like an oblation on the fire. Put your ever- 
lasting hatred upon the villain who hates the Brahman, who cats 
flesh, and who looks abominable, 

3. ‘ 0 Indra and Soma, hurl tlie evil-doer into the pit, into nn- 
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fathomed darkness, that no one may come out again — such may be 
youi Yfrathfol etrength to hold out. 

4. ‘ 0 Indra and Soma, hurl from the sky and from the earth the 
bolt to fell the ouraing demon. Shape the rattling lightning from 
out the clouds to crush the grooving devil.’ 

The descriptions given of these enemies are so real 
that we can hai-dly doubt that they refer to the abori- 
ginal inhabitants of India whose descendants sinwive 
to the present day, speaking non-Aryan dialects. The 
poets of the Veda often distinguish between their 
Aryan and non-Ai-yan enemies. They praise their gods 
for having destroyed their enemies, both Aryan and 
barbarian (dslstl. lea, vritr^ hatam, Si’yS,iii fca), and we 
frequently find such expressions as 'Kill our Ai-yan 
enemies and the DS.sa enemies, yea, kill all our 
enemies.’ 

In my letter to Bunsen ‘Oto the Turanian Lan- 
guages! published in 1854 in bis ‘ Christianity and 
Mankind,’ vol. iii, I pointed out that these indigenous 
races were black-skinned, while the Aryas prided 
themselves on their bright colour. They were called 
kravySid, eating raw flesh ; anagnitra, not keeping 
fire vrisba-sipra, bull-nosed; a-nSisa, fiat-nosed or 
noseless, &c. These enemies had strongholds, and their 
wealth consisted chiefly in cattle. 

Sometimes, no doubt, these enemies are represented 
as demons and devils, as enemies of the gods rather 
than of men. But that again is perfectly natural, and 
need not surprise us after wo have read more recent 
descriptions of savage races occupying land which is 
coveted by the white man. You remember that even 
Darwin spoke of certain tribes in South America as 
being more like devils than human beings. On the 
contrary, these warlike hymns, which describe the 
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enemies whom the aclvaacing Aryas had to conquen, 
contain some of the few glimpses of real history, and 
are all the more valuable at present, when wo have so 
often been told that the Vedio hymns wore nothing 
but the lucubrntions of priests, when performing their 
intricate ceremonies. It must be elear that the work 
on which Vasishi/ia is bent in this hymn has little to 
do with intricate ceremonial; it is the simple and 
always recumng work of men killing men, of the 
stronger depriving the weaker of his land, his servants, 
and his cattle — what we now more euphemistically 
call ‘ the struggle for life,’ and ‘ the survival of the 
fittest.’ 

Agxioultnxal Aryas. 

From the glimpses which we catch from the hymns 
of the Veda, it is safe to conclude that the Aryas who ■ 
settled in North-Western India were agiioultural 
tribes. Their very name drya, as I have tried to show 
{Emyii. Sr it., s.v. Arya), meant ploughers, from ar, to 
plough, to ear. Even before the great Ai'yan separation, 
agriculture must have been known, for Greek 6.povpa, 
as Benfey has shown and Meyer has not disproved, 
corresponds to the Sk. and Zend urvaiA, a culti- 
vated held. The Aryas in India call themselves 
krishZis, tribes, and that too is derived from karsh, 
to plough^. 

The poets of the Veda begin to complain that the 
land is not large enough for them. Thus we read, 
Rv. VI. 47, 20 ; 

‘ 0 gods, we have eomo to a country without 
meadows, the eai'th which is wide, has become narrow.’ 


( 3 ) 


See BimjrasliUt of H'ortfs, p. 17^. 
M 
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The wealth of these Indian Aryae consisted chiefly 
in cattle, in cows, hoi-ses, sheep, goats, and in men. 
Corn was cut with sickles and afterwards thrashed, 
ITicir settlements Avere called vr/r/ana, clearings, 
grama, villages; Avhile outside the gr^ma \Yaa the 
aranya, the heath or the forest which belonged to no 
one. Towns, in our sense, did not exist, though strong- 
holds and camps are mentioned. 

Each family had its house and hearth. Several 
families together formed a vis, vtcati, or gr^ima, 
]yigus, and several of such settlements seem to have 
formed a (/ana, i.o. kin or elan. Wo hear of the via- 
pati, the lord of a vis, of grama'/vis, leaders of 
Aullages, and of kings, rai/an, who are also called 
gop^ (/anasya, shepherds of a clan. We even hear of 
leagues of five i/anus or clans. Wo road of king.-?, 
both hereditary and electwe. They led the armies, 
and received booty and tribute. We also hear of public 
assemblies, samitis or vidathas, held in a sabhd, a 
public hall. The king aa'bs pi-esent. Discussions took 
place, and likewise social amusements. 

The cultivated land seems to have belonged to the 
village, but booty in Avar seems to have constituted the 
first private property. 

In the struggles hetAveen the Aryan invaders and 
the dark-skinned natives tlie possession of Agni or fire, 
as an ally, was in those distant days as great an 
advantage as the possession of aimour or gunpoAvder 
in later days, and we may well understand, therefore, 
that Agni or fii-e should have been celebrated, till he 
became a familiar’ name, as a protector, a leader, a 
ruler, a poAveiful something, whether hc was called 
deva, bright, or amartya, immortal, 



THE BIOGHli.PHy OF AONI. 163 

What Agni was, or what he did, was often called a 
miracle (v^pus). 

Ev. IV. 7, 9 : 

Kriahiiiim te dma iwatn/i pnnUi 1>1>|{A ^nrishnu arkih vtipusham 
it ^kam. 

‘Thy path la black, but there is light before thee ■when thou 
shiiiest thy lliirae moves swiftly — this is one of (many) womlers.’ 


Agnl, destroying Forests. 

More particularly hia power of destroying or devour- 
ing whole foi-ests imparts to Agni in the eyes of the 
Aryaa a terrible character. We saw before how his 
flamea were represented as tongues, licking (I. 140, 9) 
what they meant to consume. Theae tongues of Agni 
are called brilliant (II. 9, 1), and sharp (tigma, IV. 7, 10). 
They ajre also conceived as teeth, golden (V. S, 3) and 
blight (Vn. 4, 2), as tusks .strong like metal (X. 87, 3), 
as jaws strong (III. 29, 13), sharp (1. 79, 6), and burning 
(I. 36, 16). In VIII. 43, 3, we read : 

DadbhI/i vanllni bapsati. 

‘Ho c'.its the forests with his teeth.’ 

In I. 143, 5 ; 

Nil yd* vdrftya mariitain iva svanah 
sdnl iva srishta di^ift yiltlid asiiuiS, 
ngni/t pambhaiA tigitai/i atti bhttryati 
yodhiiA nd Siitrun salt vilml nl I’lHgato. 

‘ He -who cannot bo resisted, like the blast of the Mnruts, like a 
hurled weapon, like the heavenly tliunder-bolt, Agni cats with his 
sharpened jaws, he champs, ho prostrates forests, like a warrior his 
enemies.' 

I. 58, 4-5 : 

Vi vi(tB(/utnA atasdshu tishlAato 
vntlid jruhdbhiA sWayfl tuvi-svunlA ; 

M 2 
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tn’shfl yiit ngnc vtminaA vi /shayiise 
krtsliniiin ta <3m4 rusat unno uffara. 

TdpuA-i/ainbhn/i vdno S vata-koditah 
yfithd nd sahv^(n dva vdti -vdmsaga/i ; 
abhivrdpan dkahitam pagasd i-iu/aft 
athdtuh kai'dtham bhayate paiatrina/t. 

‘ Boiigod by the wind, he moves about among the shrubs ovory- 
wliora with his tongues, .'ind msounding witli his sioklc. When 
thou in a moment dooat violence to tho trees in the forest, thy 
path is black, 0 thou uevei^agiiig Agni, thou whoso waves arc 
brilliant. 

‘"With flery jaws, roused by the wind, ho blows down on the 
forest like a powerful hull on his herd, moving with splendour to. 
wards the eternal sky. What moves and stands trembles before the 
birdh’ 

VIIT. 43, 6-8: 

(i. Kcishiid rdffdJHsi patsutitA prayttiio 
pdtdvedasak agniA ydt rodhatl kahdmi. 

7. Dhisim krirtVAndA dshadhlA bdpsat 
agniA nd vAyatl pduaA ydn tdruniA dpi. 

8. Oihv^ibhl/t dim ndmnamat ar/dahA 
ifajipamlbhdvan agniA vdneshu roAats. 

‘ Tho clouds nro black under his foot at liis advance, wiien Agni 
deseends to the earth, 

‘ making the herbs his food Agni never tires, eating, coming again 
and again, even the tall herbs. 

‘Turning about with his tonguas of fire, us if laughing witli liis 
light, Agni flares up in tire forests.’ 

T. 65, 8: 

Ydt v^ta-pCitnA vdnA vi nsthdt 
agni A ha dAtl rdma prithivySA. 

‘When roused by the wind he strides about on to the foi’ests, 
Agni shaves off the hair of the eartli.' 

His horses also when let loose ax’6 said to shave 
the eai’th (VI. 6, 4), and mach the same is meant 
when Agni is said to lick the garment of the earth 
(I. 140, 9). 


, ' See, however, I. 94, 11, 
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Agni’s Bomes. 

Agni’s horses arc frequently mentioned, and they 
appeal’ in different colours, as red (arusha and rohita, 
I. 94, 10), as dai’k (syfi,va, II. 10, 2), as bright (harit, 
I. 130, 2), and as brilliant -white (sukra, VI. 6, 4) . All 
this is quite intelligible, nor is the next step so very 
bold -which leads the poets to speak of Agni himself 
as a horse. I know that some philosophers would 
see in this at once a sign of what they call zoolati’y, 
whereas to the student of language such expressions, 
particularly if they occur as in the Veda but casually, 
are nothing but poetical metaphor. If the poet has 
once brought himself to say that Agni chews like a 
horse (VI. 3, 4), or that he shakes his tail like the 
horse of a chariot (11. 4, 4), why should he not say as 
ho does in IV. 15, 1 ; 

Agni/i lidtil nalt acUivare 
sin pin ntj-ato 
clevM deveshu yaowtiya/i. 

' Agni, our priest, is led nbout at tire saoriflee, being a hoi'se.' 

The leading about is an expression that applies to 
horses being led round or exercised, and the words, 

‘ being a horse,’ are no more than a metaphor. They 
mean that, as he is supposed to be a horse, therefore he 
is led about at the sacrifice. And this is exactly what 
has often to be done -with the fire also, which at a 
sacrifice is carried about from one altar to another. 
This is not zoolatry, it is nothing but the natural play 
of language. 

Agni, as Sacrificial fire. 

Hitherto it must be clear that all that has been said 
of Agni in the Veda applies to fire, such as it is, with- 
out any necessary reference as yet to the sacrificial fire. 
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ThiSj as we shall see, occupies, no doubt, a very large 
place in the poetry of the' ancient Rishis, but all that 
is said about it tells us very little of what we really 
cai’e to know, the historical genesis of the concept of 
fire and its elevation to a divine rank. 

That the 'Vedie poets were not entirely overawed by 
this sacrificial or sacred character of Agni, is best 
shown by their painting the same Agni occasionally in 
the most hideous colours. We saw how they spoke 
with hoiTor of the black inhabitants of India as flesh- 
eaters, kr avy^d. But they could not help seeing that 
Agni, the fire, also was a kind of flesh-eater. He not 
only served to cook the meat, whether for feasts or for 
sacrifices, he also devoured it, and he became pai'ti- 
oularly terrible in the eyes of the Vedic poets, when 
used for cremating the corpses of animals or men. 
In one hymn of the tenth Maudala (X. 87) he is asked 
to sharpen his two iron tusks, and to put the enemies 
into his mouth to devour them. Ho is implored to 
heat the edges of his shafts and to send them into the 
heart of the Eakshas, and to break their outstretched 
arms. He is supposed to tear their skin, to mince 
their members, and to throw their bodies before shriek- 
ing vultures, to be eaten by them. 

However, -we have only to open the "Veda in order 
to see that the sacrificial character’ of Agni is cer-tainly 
very predominant in our collection of hymns. It 
began, as we saw, with the very natural feeling 
towar’ds Agni, that is, towards the fire, -which was 
carefully preserved on the hearth of every house. 
Agni, the fii'e on the hearth, was the centre of the 
family. Whoever belonged to a family, shared the 
."iarae five, and whoever -vvaa driven away from that 
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tire was what the Eomana called aqm et igni iiitev- 
dicius'^. The fire on the hearth was looked upon as 
a friend and benefactor, round whom the members of 
a family, old and young, gathered in the morning and 
the evening. At meals, again, and at more solemn 
festivals, the fire was always present, and when liba- 
tions and offerings were introduced, either in memory 
of the depai-ted or in gratitude to the powers above, 
the fire on the hearth was the most convenient place 
to receive them. The people of Mexico threw the first 
morsel of then’ meals into the fire, they did not know 
why*. Many Tungnsian, Mongolian, and Turkish 
tribes -would never dai-e to eat meat without first 
throwing a piece on the fire of the hearth*. Hen- 
then wo see -u'hat -urn call by the grand names of 
sacrifices and ceremonial, springing up in the most 
natural manner. The people, while feasting and en- 
joying themselves, thought in theii’ childish way that 
something should bo given up to then departed friends, 
and that the bright friends also whose presence they 
thought they had discovered in the genial sky, in the 
seasonable rain, or in the cheerful breezes of the 
moining, should not be forgotten. Everything el.se 
followed without any effort. The fire burning on the 
hearth, when it flared up with the fat or butter that 
had been poured upon it, was supposed to bo carrying 
the offerings to the sky in clouds of smoke and fire, 

' TIiub Fostus, p. 78, explains extrariivs as jiii exim ficitm mcra. 
menitim jusqtie cf, Leist, Jta QenUitm, p. 608. According to the 
judicial law, the same idea is expresssd by declaring that a man 
who does not keep his fires becomes like a .s'iidra, VosishUm lU. 1 ; 
or tliat to desert one’s fires is as groat a crime as to desert one’s father, 
mother, son, or wife, Vislum XXXVII. 6. 

* J. (j. Miiller, Geschichte tier Amerikmischen Vrreligimen, p. 626. 

’ CastnSn, Finniache MylMwjie, p. 67. 
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Or when it consumed itself the more substantial gifts, 
the fire was looked upon as the representative of gods 
or ancestors, accepting and enjoying what had been 
offered to them (Rv. II. 1, 18). 

Asul, the Ilessenfer between Oods and Hen. 

Here comes in the very natural idea that Agni i.s 
the messenger between gods and men, the swift carrier 
traveUing between heaven and eai-th. At first he is con- 
ceived as carrying prayers and offerings to the abode of 
the gods ; but very soon he is also supposed to bring 
the gods down from their abodes to the abodes of men. 
and more particularly, to the places where saoiifices 
were performed. Thus we read, Rv. X. 70, 11 : 

A ngne vulm viUnnmm isUfilyo m\h 
iiidram dlvil/t mardtaft anttU-ikslidt. 

'0 Agni, bring liithor Varnna to oiir offering, bring ludra from 
the aky, tlio Maruts fmn the air.’ 

Agfnl, as Priest. 

All this is still more or loss natural, but after Agni 
has once been raised to the rank of messenger, be soon 
a.ssumeB the oflice of pidest in all its ondless vaiioties. 
The Vedic poets never weary of this subject. Agni is 
called the priest, and with the refinements of the 
priestly offices, eyeiy special oflice also is assigned to 
him. He is called the Hotr i, the priest who pours out 
the libation ; he is the JR itvi g, the priest who pei-forms 
at the great seasons of the year ^ ; be is the Purohita, 
the domestic priest ; he is the Brahman, the super- 
intending .priest, w’ho secs that no mistakes may be 
made in the performance of the sacrifice, or, if they 
have been made, corrects them. Even the more special 
* Ev. X. 2, 1 s Vidrifn n'tdn n'tnpate yaja ilifi. 
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ceremonial offices of the minor priests are all assigned 
to him, and nothing gives ns so strong an impression 
of Avhat wo should call the modern character of the 
A'^edic hymns as these trivial and paltry ritualistic 
devices which ai-e actually transferred from the human 
priesthood to the gods. Still, in this case also we 
must live and learn, and it is not for us to say that 
ancient sages were rrtteidy incapable of follies which 
we are too much inclined to consider as peculiar to 
our own age. 

However, as Agni, the saciificial fii’e, was identified 
with the sacrificer and the priest, he participated like- 
wise in all the good qualities of his prototypes, and 
was represented as kind, as wise, as enlightened, and 
as omniscient (viavavlt, X. 91, 3). Thus he is called, 
VI. 14', 3, ■px&k&tkh, wise; VII. 4, 4, ayfim kavi/t 
Slkavishu prd/cetfi/i, the sage wise among the foolish ; 
VI. 14, 2, vedhastama/i 9'^shi/(., the wisest poet. If any 
mistake has been committed, Agni is supposed to be 
able and willing to correct it. For instance, X. 2, 
4-5: 

i. Yat vaJ; vayam praminSma vratKni 
vidusliam ievUi iSvidush(arasa7(, 
agnUi tilt vi«vam 2 prinati vidvSn 
yebhi/4 dev2n rJtdbhiA kalpayati. 

6. Yat p&kati'a manast dlniidakshsVt 
nd yagiiiiara manvatd mirtySsah, 
agni/( tdt hdtd kratuyit vifianun 
yilj/ishf/iuA dev£(n .Wtusuft ynsftti. 

‘If we, 0 gods, impair yovir statutes, we ignorant among tho 
wise, Agni makes it oil good, be who knows at what seasons to 
place the gods. 

‘'Wliatever of the sacriflee weak mortals with their fcoblo in- 
tellect do not comprehend, Agni, the Hotri priest, who know all 
rites, comprehends it, and he will woi-ship tho gods at tho projicr 
seasons.' 
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Hymn to Agrni. 

In order to give you an idea what on ordinai’y Vodic 
hymn to Agni is like, I shall read you now the fii'st 
hymn of the Eig-veda which is addi-essed to Agni. It is 
a poor hymn in many respects. Fii-st of all, it belongs 
to the first Ma?ici!ala, which, as I pointed out before, 
contains many hymns merely put together for the sake 
of the sacrifice, and possibly of a later date. It repeats 
the ordinary praises and invocations of Agni which we 
find elsewhere in the “Veda, and treats Agni simply as 
the sacrificial fire, as the divine priest by the side of 
the ordinary human priests. Yet it contains a few 
expressions which are of value to us, because expres- 
sive of a genuine human feeling, particularly the last 
vei'se, whore Agni is implored to be ‘ easy of approach 
as a father is to his son.’ 

Hymn to Agni, 

ascribed to MadhuiMandaa of the family of Visvtl- 
mitra, written in Gfi.yatri metre. 

1. Agnim fie purfihitam yajrjiasya devAm ntvfgram, 
hdtai'am ratnadliiftamain. 

' I implore Agni, the oliief priest, the divine minister of 
the sacrifice, the Hotn priest, the best giver of wealth.' 

The verb Uo is not only * I praise,’ but ‘ I implore and the Ni- 
rukta explains it by adhyeshuna, solioitation, or pufrtl, worship. 
Thus, Ev. III. 48, 3, we read upasthitya mSttiram Annam altla, 
he (the new-bom Indra) haring approached his mother asked for 
food ; unless we prefer to translate, he having approached, asked his 
mother for food, making both accusatives dependent on tiro verb. 
Cf. Ev. VII. 93., 4. The verb Id is construed with the aocusative of 
the god implored, with tlie dative of the object for which, and the in- 
strumental of the means by which, he is implored ; of. Ev. VIII. 7_1| 
34, agnim !iishv.a ilvnse gStliAbhiA. Stress ought to be laid 
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on tlevnm, divine, the ndjeetive to ritvigr, minister, Agni being 
here called tlio divine minister ns contrasted with the ministering 
priests. 


2. AgniA ptfrvebhi/i HsMbhi/t Uyo ntftanaiZi uta, 
s^i devSj] S, ih^ vakshati. 

‘ Agni, worthy to be implored by former poets and by new, 
may be bring the gods hither !’ 

Bemarkable only for its allusion to former poets or Bishis, an ux- 
pressiou which frequently occurs. 

3. Agnina rayim aanavat p6sbam eva dive-dive, 
yaaaaam vmivattamani. 

' Through Agni man gained wealth, satisfying even day by 
day, glorious wealth of vigorous kindred.’ 

The imperfect asnavat implies that man always gained wealtli 
through their saevifleos. The third person singular is used witliout 
a noun, in the sonse of ‘ one gains.' The adjective viravattamu 
is well explained by Sayiuia, and well translated by Benfey, hcMcn- 
reicksfen. It implies that the wealth consists in a largo number of 
sons, and relations, and slaves, who constituted the wealth aiid 
strength of the ancient Aryan settlers in India, 

4. Ague j&m yoffn&m adhvanim visvitah paribhu/r asi, 
Bil/t It deveshu gaM/iati. 

‘Agni, the offering which thou encirolest on all side.s, un- 
hurt, that alone goes to the gods.’ 

Tim adjootivo adhvora, unhurt, belongs to yacriia, an offering. 
There is no necessity for translating adhvara by 'without fraud,' as 
Benfey does. Adhvara means originally 'without hurt,' from a, 
and dhvara, root dhvar. The idea that whatever is olForod to 
the gods must be free from hurt ond blemish is comuiuu to Aryan 
and Semitic nations. In Homer the victim must bo rekewt, perfect 
(Eriedrich, Sealim, p. 444), and UpA riKeta, ore perfect sacrifices, 
performed with all rites. Hoses (I^viticus iii. 1) oommands ; ‘ And 
if his oblation be a sacrifice of peace oiforing, if he offer it of the 
herd; whether it bo a male or a 'female,, he shall offer it wilhoui 
blemiak before the Lord.’ In the ritual Sutras of the BnUunaus tiie 
same idea is constantly expressed, ond the whole chopter on Pri- 
yos/dtta or pennneo refers to remedies against ocuidents happening 
during a saorifico. Agni, in particular, is implored not to injure tlm 
offering. (Rv. X. 16, 1 ; see also Hilary of Ann. S, 1., p. 563 eeq., ond 
Ninikta, ed Both, p. xl.) Prom being oiuginally an adjective cou- 
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Btantly applied to sacriiices, adhvara, masc., came to be used by 
itself in the sense of sacrifice^ and adlivaryu became the name of 
the ministoring priest. 

5. Agni/i bota kavlkratu/t Batya/t Aiti'djsravastama/i, 
devd/t c1evebhi7i & gamut. 

' Agiii, tbe Hotn priest, tbe wise counsellor tbe tnitbful, 
tbe most glorious, may he, tbe god, come with tbe gods ! ’ 

^ It is next to impossible to render these pregnant Sanskrit words. 
There is in most of them the etymological background disoorniblo 
without great effort, and not too distant from the real and tradi- 
tional meaning. In kavikratu we have kavi, a poet, a sage, and 
kratu. counsel, agreeing with the Gorman Hath, ns moaning both 
thought and deed. Wise counsellor renders only linlf of the' San- 
skrit term ; wise-minded is not much better. On Rath and its sup- 
posed counootion with radhns, see Kuhn, Zeitschrift, vi. 800. 

6. Ydt nnga dasushe tvam agne blmdram karishyusi, 
tdva It tilt satydin angira/i. 

‘ Whatever wealth thou, Agni, sbalt bestow on tbe sacri- 
ficer, thiiie it will be *, forsooth, 0 Angiras 

* The idea of bargaining with the gods is frequent in the Veda. 

® Angiras is a name of Agni, but it also booamo a name of n 
family or clan, the Angiras. Its original moaning seems to have 
been bright or shining, and popular etymology naturally, and it 
seems rightly, connected it with angflra, cinders. As there were 
two kinds of Angiras, namely, the bright rays of light personified 
in various aspects of nature, and represented by Agni, the chief of 
the Angiras (gyeshf/iam itngiras&m, the oldest of the Angiras, Rv. 
1. 127, 2), and secondly the clan of the Angiras, many of them dis- 
tinguished as priests and poets, the race of the Angiras is often 
derived from Agni, and the two are often oonfoundod. 

7. tlpa tvd ague divd-dive ddshd-vasta?* dhiyS vaydm, 
ndmall bbarantii7i a imasi. 

‘ To thee, 0 Agni, we come day by day, bringing praise in 
mind, 0 illuminator of darkneBS.’ 

To bring praise in mind is to pray. DoshUvastar occurs three 
times in the Rig-veda. In our passage the commentator explains it 
as an adverb, by night and by day. Rv. IV. 4. 9, he allows both 
meanings, either by night and by day, or illuminator and dlspollcr 
of darkness. In VII. 15, 15, he only gives the second interpretation, 
because divil naktam, by day and by night, occurs in the same 
verse. The true meaning therefoi'e seems the second, in’adiator of 
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night or of darknoHs, from doahA, darkneaa, and vastar, a vooativa 
of vaatri, lightener. With thia tho accent too agrees. Ev. VII. 1, 
6, the expression doahilf vastoA occiira, ineaninK by night and liv 
day. Cf. Ev. Till. 25, 21 ; V. 32, 11, &e. » » •> 

8. Ea^antnm adlivainwam gopain ntAsya di'divim, 
viu’dhamanam ave dame. 

‘ To thee, the lord of sacrifices, the bright guardian of tlie • 
law, who art growing in thy own house.’ 

Dldivi occurs but once in the Eig-vedn. It is formed from div 
or dyu, to shino, like gUgrivih. Cf. Umldi-sutras IV. 54-56. It 
might be a substantive as well as an adjective. As, however, tho 
phrases lAi/antam adhyarAjiAm and gopAm r/tasyn are 
stereotyped phrases, we could not well conneot didiviin with 
ritasya, as it were, tho lord or ruler of law; but must toko it ns 
an adjective. (EAffantam adhvaiAiiftm, Ev. I. 45, 4 ; I. 27, 1 (snm) ; 
VIII. 8, 18 (asvinau).) If it were not for this, the intei'pretation of 
Sftyana might be adopted : • To thee, the brilliant, the guai'dinn of 
sacriilcos, tho revoalor of order.’ 

Rita means what is settled, ordered, what is right and holy. 
Thia is tho primitive meaning which can bo perceived in all its 
manifold npplioations. 

9. 8&h na/t pits’ iva sfiudve figne supAynnii/i. bhava, 
BiliasYa naA evastAye. 

‘ Thou, then, 0 Agni, he gracious to us like as a father to 
his son ; stay with us for our welfare ! ’ 

Sftpftyana, gracious, literally of easy access. The comparison of 
the god Agni with a father being gracious to his son, the worshipper, 
is remarkable. The number of such simple and genuine sentiments 
is small in tho Veda. 

The next hymn is less formal, though again full of 
references to the ceremonial. Verse 6, however, is 
probably a later addition. 

Mandala I, Siikta 94. 

1. Let UB skilfully build up this hymn of praise, 
like a chariot, for the worthy fftttavedas (the omni- 
scient Agni) ; for his protection is blissful to our 
bome&tead : — 0 Agni, let us not suffer in thy friend- 
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2. He for whom thou sacrificest, succeeds, he dwells 
unhurt, he gathers strength. He prospers, and evil 
does not touch him : — 0 Agni, let us not suffer in 
thy friendship ! 

3. May we he able to light thee, fulfil thou our 
prayers; in thee the gods consume the poured-out 
lihation. Bring thou hither the Adityas, for we long 
for them: — 0 Agni, let us not sufter in thy friend- 
ship ! 

4. Let us bring wood, let us prepare the lihations. 
thinking of thee at every phase of the moon. Fulfil 
our prayers that wo may live longer ; — 0 Agni, let us 
not sufter in thy friendship 1 

5. He is the guardian of men’, his creatures — all 
that is two-footed and four-footed — movo about 
freely by night. Thou art the bright and great 
shine of the dawn; — 0 Agni, lot us not suffer in 
thy friendship ! 

[6. Thou art the Adhvaryu priest, and the old 
Hoti'i priest, thou art the Prafc3j3t7'i and Potj’i priest, 
and the Purohita by biidih ; knowing all duties of the 
priests, thou prosperest, O wise one 0 Agni, lot us 
not suffer in thy friendship I] 

7. Thou who art always alike beautiful to behold 
on every side, thou blazest forth, like lightning, 
though being far off ; thou glancest forth even above 
the darkness of the night : — 0 Agni, let us not suffer 
in thy friendship ! 

8. 0 gods, let the chariot of the sacrificer come 
first, let our curse overcome the wicked- Accept and 

' Cf. I. 96, 4. 

’ It might be better to read yAh vi»vi5ti\/( stipnitilcn/i sueamdi isaA ; 
see 1. 148, 3. 
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prosper this our speecli : — 0 Agni, let us not suffer in 
thy friendship ! 

9. Strike away with thy weapons the evil-wishers, 
and the wicked, the devourei’s, whether they be far or 
near ; then make it easy for thy praiser to sacrifice: — 
0 Agni, let us not suffer in thy friendship ! 

10. When thou hast yoked the two red mares to 
the chariot, quick like the wind, then thy roar is like 
a bull’s, and thou stiiTest the trees with thy smoke- 
bannered flaino: — 0 Agni, let us not suffer in thy 
friendship 1 

11. Then the birds also tremble before thy shout ; 
when thy grass-devouring sparks are scattered about, 
the road is made easy for thee and thy chariot: — 0 
Agni, let us not sufe in thy friendship ! 

IS. This is the marvellous fury of the storm winds, 
for the support of Mitra and Varuna. 0 have pity 
on us, lot theii' (kind) mind return to us : — 0 Agni, 
let us not suffer in thy friendship ! 

13. Thou art tho god of gods, tho marvellous friend, 
thou art the Vasu of Vasus, beautiful at the sacrifice. 
0 let us abide under thy far-rcaohing protection : — 
0 Agni, let us not suffer in thy friendship ! 

14. This is thy blessing that, when once kindled in 
his house and fed with Soma, thou bestin’est thyself 
as the most gracious friend, and givest treasure and 
wealth to thy worshipper : — 0 Agni, let us not suffer 
in thy friendship 1 

15. May we be of those to whom thou, 0 wealthy 
god, grantest sinlessness, 0 Aditi, at all times, and 
whom thou fillest with happy strength, and with 
wealth of offspring. 

16. 0 thou, Agni, who knowest true welfare. 
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lengthen our life, 0 god. May Mitra and Vai-ii)ia 
achieve this for u.s, also Aditi, Sindhu, the Eai-th and 
the Sky 1 

We have now finished the biography of Agni as a 
purely mythological god. In our next lecture I shall 
try to show, how Agni is slowly being divested of all 
that is mythological, and stands before us in the end 
with the name of Agni, but with the nature of true 
Divinity. 



LECTURE Vm. 


AQNI AS DITE8TED OP HIS MATEEIAL CHAEACTEB. 


Kater Development of Agnl. 


W E saw in our last lecture Low Agni, the fii'e, 
grew as it were before our eyes, from a mere 
spark of light to the dignity of a kind and omniscient 
being, a Deva, or, if you like, a god. Nowhere in 
the annals of the human intellect have we an oppor- 
tunity of watching this natural theogonic process 
in such fulness as in India, for I need not tell you 
that the specimens which I was able to place before 
you, form but an insignificant portion of what the 
Vedio poets have to say about Agni. The most 
important lesson which the evidence, so fax as we 
have examined it, should teach us is this, that there is 
nothing that is not perfectly natural and intelligible 
in the development of this concept up to the stage 
which we have now reached, where Agni stands be- 
fore us in every respect the equal of such beings as 
we are accustomed to call gods, I mean Apollo in 
Greece, or Mercury in Italy, or Odin in Germany. Wo 
saw that Agni, like othqr gods, could boast of many 
fathers and mothers, and, like other gods in Gwece 
(2) N 
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and Italy, he also has acquired a -wife, Agn^yi (Rv. I. 
23, 12 ; V. 46, 8), though we do not know much more 
of her than her name. Agni, so far, has become what 
we should eaU a mythological god. 

But his career does not end there ; on the contrary, 
it becomes more and more interesting and important 
to us, as showing how the natural theogonic process 
which we have hitherto watched, does not stop there, 
but forms the foundation only, and the only safe 
foundation from which in later times the highest, the 
truest, nay, from which something exactly like our 
own conception of the Deity has sprung. 

If you remember the many things that were said of 
Agni, the various names by which he was called, the 
different phenomena of nature in which his presence 
was suspected, you will find it easy to understand how 
behind these various apparitions a more and more 
general character grow up, a being that was Agni, but 
was novertheless distinct from all these individual 
manifestations. We saw' how Agni was perceived in 
the fire on the altar, in the spark produced by a 
powerful friction of fire-stickB, in the lightning that 
sprang from the sky and the clouds and consumed 
vast forests, like a horse champing his hay, and finally 
in the immortal light of the sun. 

Now, it is clear that Agni, who was all these things, 
could also be divested of every one of these attributes, 
and yet remain Agni. This led to two trains of 
thought. Agni was either identified with other Devas 
who likewise represented the sun, the sky, and the 
Bghtning, or he was more and more divested of his 
purely material attributes, and recognised as a supreme 
deity, in, every sense of the word. 
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Aernl identical with, othex Goda. 

The first process, that of identification, is very 
prominent in the Veda. It could hardly be otherwise 
but that, after nature had been peopled with ever 
so many Devas, some of them should encroach on 
each otW’s domains, and be no longer distinguishable 
one from the other-. This has been very well brought 
out by Professor von Sohroeder in his book on the 
Litmxiture and Gidtun-e of India (p. 77).. ‘ It should 
be pointed out,’ he says, ‘that many of the Vedic 
gods coincide from the beginning in their spheres of 
action, and cover one another almost entirely in their 
character and functions, so that each may be said to 
represent but a slightly varying conception of the 
same phenomenon. Thus Dyaus was the sky as shin- 
ing, but Varuua also was originally the sky, as all- 
embracing. Sfirya was the sun, but Savitar also 
was the sun, as imparting movement and life to all 
creatures. P fish an also was the sun, as giving pros- 
perity to the flocks, and light and leading to the 
wanclerer on his jour-ney. Vishnu lastly was the sun, 
as striding across the regions of the sky. Indr a was 
the powerful lord, the begetter of stor-m, thunder, 
lightning, and rain. But the same is said of Par- 
( 7 anya,and Brihaspati also performs much the same 
work. Biudra is the storm, the Maruts are the 
storms, VS, ta is the wind, and so is Vayu. It seems 
clear that this peculiarity of the Vedic gods is closely 
connected with what has been called their henotheistic 
character, and that it contributed to its for-mation.’ 
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Benothelsm. 

What Professor von Sohroeder here calls the heno- 
theistio character is, indeed, a very important and 
instructive feature in the development of all religious 
thought, though it is nowhere so prominent as in the 
religion of the Yeda. It was formerly supposed that 
there wei'e only three forms of religion possible, 
Polytheism, Monotheism, and Atheism. But in the 
Veda, and elsewhere also, it has become necessary to 
distinguish Polytheism from a previous stage, which 
may best he called Henotheism. What we mean by 
Polytheism is a belief in many gods, who, by the 
very fact that they are many and stand side by side, 
are limited in their divine cWacter. They generally 
form together a kind of Pantheon, and ai-e mostly, 
though not always, represented as subject to a supreme 
god. Polytheism therefore implies the admission of a 
number of beings who all claim a kind of equality, so 
far as their divine character is concerned, who are 
conceived, in fact, as membera of one class, and whose 
divinity is consequently a limited divinity, or, if we 
hold that divinity cannot be limited, no true divinity 
at all. 

But there are, as I said just now, clear traces of 
a totally different phase of religious thought in the 
Veda. No doubt, the number of gods invoked in the 
hymns of the Rig-veda is very considerable, and in 
this sense the Vedio religion may be cslled polytheistic. 
In many hymns whore different gods are invoked 
together, the conception of divinity shared by them 
all, is as limited as in Homer. But there are other 
hymns in which the poet seems to know, for the time 
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being, of one single god only. That single god is 
to him the only god, and in the momentary vision of 
the poets his divinity is not limited by the thought 
of any other god. This phase of thought, this ■wor- 
ship, not of many, nor of one only god, but of a 
single god, I called Henotlteisrii, a name which is now 
accepted by the most competent authorities as repre- 
senting an important phase in the development of 
religious ideas It may be that India, where social 
life was chiefly developed in families, clans, and 
village-communities, favoured the growth and per- 
manence of this worship of single deities more than 
any other country ; but, from a psychological point of 
view, it seems as if aU polytheism must have passed 
thi'ough this previous phase, and as if everywhere, 
whether consciously or unconsciously, the progi-ess 
must have been from the single to the many, and 
finally to the one. 

But apart from all theories, the fact remains that in 
the religious childhood of India, as represented to us 
in the hymns of the Veda, we can see this henotheistic 
tendency fully developed. We can see a poet, or a 
family, or a clan, or a village believing in this or 
that god as for the time and for certain purposes the 
only god, yet quite ready, under new cu’cumstances, to 
invoke the help of another god who again stands 
supreme, or, more correctly, stands alone, before the 
mind of the suppliant, as ids only helper in distress. 

‘ It ia to be regretted that other echolara should ha-ro uaed the 
name honotheistio in a different Bcnao from that which I assigned 
to it, nothing causes so much confixsion as the equivocal use of 
technical terms, and the framer of a new term has generally had 
tlie right of defining it. 
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HenotlielBin in rinland. 

The same henotheistic character was pointed out by 
Castrdn in his Lectures on Finnish Mythology, He 
described it fully, though he did not give it any 
definite name. ‘In general,’ he writes, ‘the single 
deities of the Tinnish mythology do not, as in Greek 
and Eoman mythology, seem dependent on each other. 
Each god, however small he may be, acts in his own 
sphere as a free and independent power, or, if we use 
the language of the runes, as host in his own house. 
As among mortals, so among immortals, one host is 
rich and powerful, possessed of wido-stretching lands, 
large flocks, numerous man- and maid-servants, while 
another has but a small property, a small family or 
none at all. Yet within their own walls each enjoys 
the same independence. The god of a star rules only 
over an insignificant spot in the sky, but on that spot 
he is his own host and master.’ 

Earl; Scepticism. 

I must protest against the supposition that I had 
ever represented the whole of the Vedic religion as 
henotheistic. I seldom speak of the whole of the 
Vedic religion, for the simple reason that it does not 
form a whole, but represents to us in its numerous 
hymns several phases of the early religious thought 
of India. That is the very thing which makes the 
Veda so instructive to students of religion. Thei*e are 
hymns in which the gods have been counted and 
represented as all alike, none greater, none smaller. 
There are others in which one god is praised as greater 
than another god, nay, as greater than all other gods. 
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It could not be otherwise. The great natural pheno- 
mena of which the gods were supposed to be the 
secret agents, though they might seem all powerful 
by themselves, showed also clear- traces of their 
mutual limitations. When the fire was seen quenched 
by water, or the sun was seen hidden in the clouds 
or sunk into the sea, the poet could only repeat what 
he saw, that Agni was hidden in the water, that the 
sun was swallowed by the clouds. We saw how these 
ideas were expressed mythologically, but they acted 
also in a different direction. They provoked the first 
doubts in the omnipotence, nay in the very existence 
of certain gods of nature. 

We find traces of this eaiiy scepticism in the well- 
known dialogue ascribed to Abraham and Nimrod 
Here it is said that fire should not be worshipped, 
because water can quench it ; nor water, because the 
clouds can carry it ; nor the clouds, because the winds 
tear them; nor the winds, because even men can 
withstand them*. 

The same scepticism appears in the remarkable 
story of the Inca Tupac Yupanqui, as told by Garcilasso 
(viii. 8). Though it may have been embellished by 
the Jesuit Bias Valera, on whose authority Garcilasso 
tells it, it seems to have had an historical foundation. 
That Lica, though himself reputed a son of the sun, 
began to doubt the divine omnipotence of his divine 
ancestor **. 

At a great religious council, held at the consecration 
of the newly-built temple of the Sun at Cazco, about 

' Beer, Mw Abrahams, p. xl. 

® See Whitley Stokes, Academy, Ho. 933, p. 207. 

^ RCville, Les Eeligions du Mexiyue, p. 321 ; Briuton, Myths cj the New 
n'orld, p. 55. 
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1440, he rose before the assembled multitude to deny 
the divinity of the Sun. ‘ Many say,’ he began, ‘ that 
the Sun is the maker of all things. But he who 
makes should abide by what ho has made. Now 
many things happen when the Sun is absent ; there- 
fore he cannot be the universal Creator. And that he 
is alive at all, is doubtful, for his journeys do not 
tire him. Were he a living thing, he would grow 
weary like ourselves ; were he fire, he would visit 
other parts of the heavens. He is like a tethered 
beast Avho makes a daily round ; he is like an arrow 
which must go whither it is sent, not whither it wishes. 
I tell you that he, our Father and Maker, the Sun, 
must have a lord and master more powerful than 
himself, who constrams him to his daily circuit without 
pause or rest.’ 

Surely, this speech forms one of the brightest 
moments in the whole history of religion, and our 
bold Inca deserves a place by the side of Luther at 
the Diet of Worms. 

Excliange of Sods. 

If I have succeeded in making the henotheistic 
phase of religious thought clear to you, you wiU 
understand how rightly Professor von Schroeder re- 
marked that the later identification of several gods, 
which is also very prominent in the Veda, is closely 
connected with this henotheistic tendency. If two 
families or two villages, each having their own name 
for the god of fire, came into closer contact, nothing 
was more natural for them than to say, What you 
call the morning sun we call the dawn; what you 
call Agni, fire, we call Dyaus, light; what you call 
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Sftrya, the sun, we call Savitri, the enlivener. If 
Agni, as we saw, meant light and fire and wamth 
in its various manifestations, no wonder that the 
Vedic poets identified Agni with the various names 
under which light and fire and warmth had assumed 
a certain individuality in their' ancient religious 
phraseology. Thus wm read, Rv. V. 8, 1-3 : 

Tviim ague vAitma/t crAynse yitt 
tTiim mitrii/i bhavasi ydli sitiniddhuA, 
tve visve sahaaa^i putra devSA 
tViim Indi-aA dAadsbo miirtyAya. 

TvAm aryam^ bhavasi yiit kanin&m 
n^ma sradhavan gukyam bibharshi, 
ajtj/Antl mitriim sudhitam nd gdbhib 
yitt dampatt sdmauusA krbidahi. 

' Thou, 0 Agni, art Vani/ia, when thou art born ; thou art Mitra, 
whan thou art kindled ; in thea, 0 son of strongth, are all the god.s ; 
thou art Indra to the generous mortal. 

‘ TIiou art Aryaman, when with the girls, thou bearest a secret 
name. When tliou makeat the husband and wife to be of one mind, 
they anoint thea with butter as a welcome friend.' 

Or again in the Atharva-veda^ (XIII. 3, 13) we read : 

Silt vdrunaft sAydm agni/i bhavatl 

saA mitri/i bhavati piAtu/t udydn ; 

sAA savM bhatvSl Antarikshena yati 

sit/( IndraA bhutvS tapati madhyatAA divdm. 

‘ In the evenipg Agni becomes Varuna ; he becomes MUra when 
rising in the morning ; having become Savitil he passes through 
the sky ; having become Indra he warms the heaven in tlie centre.’ 

In another place the idea that Agni is or com- 
prehends aU other gods is expressed metaphorically, 
Rv.V. 18,6: 

Agne nemlA ai^n iva devSn tvdm paribhuA asi, 

' 0 Agni, thou swroundest the gods, as a folly the spokes of ii 
wheel.’ 


‘ Siliberi Idctum, p. 297. 
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In other hymns ^ this idea of identifying Agni with 
every possible god is carried to excess, and may be 
merely the fancy of individual poets. 

Dual Deities. 

But that the common character of certain gods was 
clearly perceived by the people at large, we can see 
best in a number of dual names which have become 
the recognised titles of certain deities®. Thus we find 
hymns addressed to Agni and Indra as one deity, 
called IndrS.gnt ; to Agni and Soma, then called Agni- 
shomau — a process similar, probably, to that which 
in Greek led to such combined names as Phoebos 
Apoll(yn, and Pallas Athene^ where two originally 
distinct names were likewise re'oognised as, to all 
intents and purposes, identical names, and the gods as 
identical gods. 


Beoouoniatioii. of tlie Solar and Ueteozio Tlieoziea. 

A clear recognition of this religious syncretism, or 
rather of the common foundation of three such gods as 
those of the sun, the lightning, and the fire, may help 
us to remove a difiBoulty which has hitherto divided 
Comparative Mythologists into two hostile, or, at all 
events, separate camps. Tho two schools, called the 
solm' and meteorological, were often driven to explain 
the same myth as developed originally from solar 
phenomena, such as the sudden effulgence of the dawn, 
the fight of tho sun against the darkness of the night, 
and the victorious return of the light of tho morn- 
ing; or from meteoric events, such as the sudden 


Bv, II. 1. 


’ Smbert Lectures, p. 297. 
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effulgence of the lightning, the fight of the storm-god 
against the dai’k clouds, and the victorious return of 
the blue sky at the end of a thunder-storm. 

These two systems of mythological intei'pretation, 
which for a time seemed iiTeconcilable, may after all 
find their common justification in the fact which we 
discovered in our analysis of the growth of Agni, 
recognised as present not only in the sun, but in the 
lightning also, both being manifestations of the same 
bright power, both performing similar deeds, though 
under dififerent cii'oumstances. Professor Tiele, in his 
excellent essay, Le Mythe de Krtmos, 1886 (p. 17), has 
shown very clearly that there are deities who are at 
the same time gods of the dawn, the sun, and the 
thunder. 

Supxemao 7 Of Affni. 

But besides this process of identification which led 
to such conceptions as theVisve DevS,B,theAU-gods, 
and in the end to the mors or less well-founded sus- 
picion that all the names of the gods were names of 
one nameless power, there was another result, springing 
from what I explained before as the benotheistic ten- 
dency of the Vedie Rishis, namely, the exaltation of 
one or other of these single gods to the rank of a 
supreme deity. 

This last stage in the development of divine beings 
is again very fully represented m the case of Agni. 
Other gods also share the same fate^. Indra, for 
instance, is constantly celebrated as the strongest 
and most heroic of gods, and in one of the hymns 
addressed to him, every Verse ends with the words, 
visvasmeld Indra uttara/i, ‘Indi’a is greater than 

1 Hibberi Zedures, p. 293. 
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all.’ Of Varuna it is said tliat ho is lord of all, of 
heavea and earth, that he is king of gods and men, 
that he rules the world, that he knows the past and 
the future, and that he rewards the virtuous and 
punishes the evil-doer. Nor is this character of 
supremacy ascribed to such mighty gods only as 
Indra and Varuna. Soma, a god of whose original 
character we perceive hut few traces in the Veda, and 
who has become identified simply with an intoxi- 
cating drink used at the sacrifice, is nevertheless 
praised as the king of heaven and earth, of men and 
gods, the giver of life, nay, the giver of immortality. 

Let us now return to Agni. Let us remember that 
Agni was at first simply ignis, the fire. It was a 
name for certain luminous manifestations, compre- 
hended under the name of Agni, which, so far as we 
know, meant originally not much more than agile, 
quickly moving. 

Tbe OeneraJ ITame of Seltr. 

Let US remember also that, in accordance with the 
fact that most words are formed from roots, and most 
roots are expressive of human acts, Agni, the agile, 
had to he conceived and named as an agent, an actor, 
though nothing was said as to who that actor was. 
It was enough that he was known and named from 
one of his manifestations as a quick mover or runner. 
Other names and epithets were added from time to 
time to make him better known and better named in 
every one of his modes of acting and modes of being, 
but he always remained Agni, the quick. 

We saw also that one of his earliest epithets was 
deva, bright, and that he shared that epithet with 
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many other unknown agents, the sun, the sky, the 
dawn, and others, who were all called Dovas, the 
bright. Now it is clear that when a number of 
different objects ai-e comprehended under the same 
name, that name becomes ipito facto a general name. 
These general names mark a most important period in 
the growth of language, and, what is the same, in the 
growth of the human mind. Individual objects, when 
brought under a general name, are divested for the 
time of their distinguishing features, and named or 
known by one prominent feature only, which they all 
shai’e in common, and which is expressed by the 
general name. On the other hand, the general name, 
applied to them all, becomes likewise less definite than 
it was when applied to one object only, so that in 
the end it expresses not much more than some very 
general quality shared in common by a numba- of 
otherwise quite difierent beings. 

When Agni, fire, was called deva, bright, there 
could be little doubt what was meant. But when the 
sun, the sky, the dawn, the day, the spring, and the 
rivers were aU called deva, the brightness they shared 
in common had become, if I may say so, a very diluted 
brightness. On the other hand, the different objects 
or agents, now comprehended under the name of 
Devas, had so far to surrender their respective 
chai’acters, or their peculiar modes of agency, that 
when they had aU alike become conceived as Devas, 
deva could mean hardly more than sunny, cheeifful, 
kind, and beneficent. If then Agni, fire, and Dyaus, 
the sky, and Ushas, the dawn, and all the rest were all 
called Devas, or sunny, cheerful, kind, and beneficent 
agents, unknown agents, powerful agents, never 
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ceasing, never dying, immortal agents, — ^had not the 
word Deva then reached very nearly the general or 
abstract meaning of gods, at least of what we call 
the gods of the ancient world ? 

Bvolutlou of Concepts. 

So far, I think, it will he admitted that nothing of 
what is called supernatural, no miracles in the modem 
sense of that word, no superhuman revelation were 
required to account for the simple and perfectly in- 
telligible evolution of the concept of deity. What 
should we give if in any realm of nature we could 
watch that wonderful process of evolution, of growth 
or development, so clearly as here in the realm of 
thought ? If some students of physical science come 
to us and tell us of the great discovery of evolution in 
the nineteenth century, and express a hope that we 
also, we poor metaphysicians, and psychologists, and 
philologists should become evolutionists, one hardly 
knows what to say. 

What have wo been doing all this time but trying 
to understand how things have become what they are, 
how from a few roots language, by an uninterrupted 
growth, developed into the endless varieties, now 
scattered all over the world ; how from a few simple 
concepts the infinitude of thought was evolved which 
represents the intellectual wealth of mankind; and 
how philosophers, as distant from, one another as 
Kant and Thales, are nevertheless held together by 
an unseen chain in the historical march that led them 
nearer and nearer to the truth. 

Really, to be told, as we were lately by Professor 
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Bomanes in his Origin of Human Faculty, p. 240, 
that ‘the idea that language was the result of 
natural growth could not be appreciated in its full 
significance, before the advent of the general theory of 
evolution,’ that ‘ till the middle of the present century 
the possibility of language having been the result of a 
natural growth, was not sufficiently recognised,’ and 
that it was ‘ the same year that witnessed the publica- 
tion of the Origin of Species (1859) which gave to 
science the first issue of Steinthal’s Zeitachvift filr 
Volleerpsychologie und Sprachwissenschaft,' is enough 
to take away one’s breath k It is nearly as bad as 
when Mr. M. Conway tells ns that not a single society 
for the protection of animals existed before the publi- 
cation of Darwin’s book. The Origin of Species ap- 
peared in 1859 ; the Society for Prevention of Cruelty 
to Animals was founded in 1824. The idea of evolution 
was more fuUy recognised and more clearly defined by 
the students of language than it has ever been by the 
students of nature, and they certainly did not wait for 
the advent in 1869, before explaining what was meant 
by genealogical, what by morphological classification ; 
what was meant by dialects (varieties), by families of 
speech (genera) ; what was meant by the constant elimi- 
nation of useless words, which is hut another and a 
more coiTect name for natural selection. If Professor 
Bomanes says. Even Professor Max Muller insists that 
‘ no student of the science of language can be anything 
but an evolutionist, for, wherever he looks, he sees 
nothing but evolution going on all around him,’ what 

' Wilholm von Humboldt died in 183B. Ilia great work on the 
Kmui-sprache, -with the introduction, Ober die Versehiedeitlieit des mensch- 
lichen Sprachbaues, appeared in 1836-40. 
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is the meaning of that eumf Evfin before Professor 
Eomanes joined the ranks of evolutionists, I had in 
the ■warmest terms greeted the discoveries of Daa*win, 
as a biologist, because they lent such strong support 
to the theories put forward long ago by comparative 
philologists, and they enabled them to see many things 
iar more clearly by their analogies with his theories. 
Unfortunately, Darwin had been misinformed as to 
the results obtained by the Science of Language, 
having consulted some personal Mends whom he 
trusted, and who were not quite competent to give 
the necessary information. It was in the interest of 
the true theory of evolution, in support of true against 
false Darwinism, that I published my criticism of 
Darwin’s Views on Language, not as an opponent of 
the theory of evolution. That theory has no stronger 
fortress than the Science of Language, of Thought, 
and of Religion. For it is here that evolution stands 
before us as a simple fact, and not, as is so often the 
case in nature, as a mere hope and desii’e. We have 
here no missing links, but one perfect and unbroken 
chain. 

Xlie Higlieat Oonoept of Selty. 

And now we have another and a much more impor- 
tant step to make. Many philosophers, many historians, 
many students of the evolution of the human mind 
would readily grant that the human mind, unassisted 
by- any but the great natural miracles by which it 
finds itself surrounded from the first moments of its 
conscious life, might have reached the concept of gods, 
such as we find it in the ancient religions of the world, 
in what have often been called natm-al religions as 
distinct from supernatural religions. But they would 
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demur, if asked to admit that the highest concept of 
God, such as we find it among Jews, Christians, and 
possibly among Mohammedans, was within the reach 
of unassisted human reason. We need not inquire 
why they should have so strong a wish that it should 
be so, and why others should wish with the same 
intensity that it should not be so. If it can be shown 
that the highest and purest concept of deity has been 
the result of a natural and perfectly intelligible 
evolution, all we have to do is to study the facts which 
history has preserved to us, and then to draw our own 
conclusions, Let those who hold that the highest 
concept of deity is unattainable without a special 
revelation, put down those attributes of deity which 
they believe are outside the ken of natural religion. 
Let us then put by the side of them the divine 
attributes which are the property of natural religion, 
and if there remain any that caimot be matched, let us 
then freely admit that these were unattainable by 
man as placed in this world, though it is a world of 
unceasing miracle and of never-ending revelation. 

There is one powerful prejudice against which all 
beliovera in evolution have to guard. When we see 
the last result of an evolution we are loth to identify 
it with its simple and often apparently very mean 
beginnings. When we see the mouth of the Thames, 
which can be as wild and as terrific as the ocean 
itself, we can hardly believe that it began with the 
few trickling rills on the south-eastern slope of the 
Cotswolds. When wo look up to the towering branches 
of an ancient oak tree, we cannot realise how it should 
have sprung from one of those small decaying acorns 
that lie scattered round its roots, And when we 
( 2 ) 


o 
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admire the beauty of a full-grown man, we almost 
ahvinb from the idea that not many yeai’S ago that 
noblest work of nature was nothing but a plastic cell, 
un distinguishable, to our eyes at least, from any 
other cell that might in time develop into a dog or 
an ape. 

It is the same with our words. Their original mean- 
ing is often so commonplace and so material that 
nothing but dowmight facts can force us to believe that, 
for instance, such abstract teims as to j)<^rceive and 
to conceive are derived from cupio, to lay hands on a 
thing. But because aspiration and insiiivation come 
from the same source as respiration and perspira- 
tion, they loee nothing of that sublime meaning with 
which in the course of time they have been invested. 
If, therefore, we should find that the highest and 
purest concept of divinity had slowly been elabo- 
rated out of the primitive material concept of fire, 
that would in no way lower the divine concept. On 
the contrary, it would only serve to impress upon 
our minds the same lesson which nature teaches us 
again and again, namely, that the highest achieve- 
ments are often connected by a continuous growth 
with the meanest beginnings, and that we are not 
to call common or unclean what has been cleansed by 
the spirit. 


A(rnl, M Creator, Buler, JTadge. 

With these warnings as a preface, let us now 
watch the latest phases in the growth of Agni. We 
saw him in the Veda as one of many single gods, 
afterwards as identified with other gods whose nature 
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and functions he shaa'ed. We shall now see him, still 
with tho name of Agni, though with little of his 
original physical character left, as the Supremo God. 

From an Indian point of view, the idea of a creator 
of the world is by no means the highest idea of deity. 
Some Indian philosophei-s regard the ohaiacter of a 
creator, whether explained as a maker, or architect, 
or operator of any kind, as even incompatible with 
their sublimest idea of God. But in the Veda, Agni 
is still distinctly conceived as the creator. In I. 96, 4, 
it is he who is called ^anitS rddasyo/i, the pro- 
genitor of heaven and earth; and in VII. 5, 7 it is 
said that he produced all things, bhiivanS, t/anayan. 
Sometimes this act of creation is represented as a 
spreading out of heaven and earth, as in III. 6, 5, t^iva 
krdtv^l rddasi S tatantha; or as a stretching out of 
heaven and earth like the stretching out of skins, 
VI. 8, 3, vi Mrma,nt iva dhishdne avartayat, ‘ he un- 
folded heaven and earth, like two skins.’ At other 
times it is said that Agni supported earth and heaven, 
I. 67, 6, and that he kept heaven and earth asunder, 
VI. 8,3 k 

Being tho maker, the creator, the progenitor of the 
world, he is likewise the supremo lord (saimAgr), the 
king of men {raffk kn'shtJx^m mSnushlnam, I. 59, 5). 
Not only does his greatness exceed that of . heaven, 
I. 59, 5, but his wisdom also is infinite. He knows 
all worlds. III. 55, 10, and his laws cannot be broken 
(11. 8, 3 ; VI. 7, 5). 

Nor are his moral character and his kindness towai’ds 

^ Cf. Isaiali xlii. 5, ' Thus enith God the Lord, ho that created the 
heavens, and atretehed them out ; he that epreud lortli the earth and 
that which eometh oxit of it.’ il. 2’3, ‘ Ho that strctchotii out the 
heavens na a curtain, and apreadeth tliem out aa a tent to dwell in.' 
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sinful man forgotten. For in IV. 12, 4 he is invoked 
in the folio-wing terms : 

Yat Mt hi te pumshati’K yavifshtta 
tiA'ittibiiiA kakriiaA hdt tit Sgak, 
krt'dhi su asm^n MiieA inilgiln 
vi dnilinai aisi-athaii vislivak ague. 

‘If '^Te have committed any sin. against thee through human 
weaknc-sa, thruugli thoughtlessness, luiike us sinless before Aditi, 
0 Agni, loosen our misdeeds from us on every side.’ 

And those who worship him and obey his commands 
do not prosper here on earth only, but it is believed 
that he can also impart to them immortality ; I. 31, 7 : 

Tvilm titm ague ainWtatvd 
uttamd miirtam dadhftai. 

‘Thou plaoest that mortal in the highest iitmwrtality.’ 

Now, I ask, can we ourselves form a much more 
sublime conception of the deity than what we see 
the conception of Agni to have become in the 
Veda? Of Agni, the fire, there is little, nay, there 
is nothing left in that supreme god whose laws must 
be obeyed, and who can at the same time forgive 
those who have broken his laws, nay, who can pro- 
mise to those who worship him, eternal life. 

It is quite true that by the side of these sublime 
conceptions, we find also the most homely and childish 
ideas entertained of Agni by some of the Vedio poets. 
But that is not now the question. There is an ebb 
and flow in all religions. At present we want to 
know the highest mark which the tide of Vedic 
religion has ever reached, in order to understand what 
the human mind, left face to face -vTith the natural 
revelation of this world, can achieve. Trusting to the 
fragments that have been preserved to us in the Veda, 
to the remains of the most childish as well as the 
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most exalted thoughts, we may say that natural 
religion, or the natural faculties of man under the 
dominion of the natural impressions of the world 
around ns, can lead, nay, has led man step hy step to 
the highest conception of deity, a conception that can 
hardly be surpassed by any of those well-known defi- 
nitions of deity which so-called supernatural religions 
have hitherto claimed as their exclusive property. 

"What I have just stated are either facts or no facts, 
but if they are facts, they should he accepted and 
inwardly digested in the same spirit in which St. Paul 
accepted and inwardly digested the facts that met his 
eyes when standing before the very altai's of the 
heathen world. ‘Whom ye ignorantly worship,’ he 
said, ‘ Him declare I unto you,’ — not a new god, not a 
god difierent in origin from their own, but the same 
god who had been ignorantly worshipped in the child- 
hood of the world, who is ignorantly worshipped even 
now, but for whom the human heart and the human 
mind have always sought, in the bounds of their 
habitation, if haply they might feel after him and 
find him, though he is not far from every one of us. 

The Dark Side of Vedlo SeU^on. 

Let US now look at the dark side of Indian religion. 
There could be no greater mistake than to attempt to 
hide it, for that dark side also has many lessons to 
teach us. 

In the later Sanskrit literature, and in the epic poetry 
already, there is a decided falling off in the Mgh con- 
ception of Agni, as the supreme deity, such as we saw it 
in the Veda. Or, at all events, there is a most puzzling 
mixture of different conceptions of Agni. In some 
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places he is doscribecl as a man, or, if you like, as a 
god with dark yellow eyes (ping&.ksha), a red neck 
(loliitagriva), and seven tongues, that is, flames. He 
appears in full armour with bow and disc (/jakra), 
driving along on a chariot drawn by seven red horses. 
He is one of the eight Vasus, generally the first among 
them. Those Vasus are the bright gods, Agni, fire; 
Soma, moon; Ahns, day; Anila, wind; Pratyusha, 
dawn; Prabhfisa, light; Dhara (earth?); and Dhruva 
(sky?). His father is Brahm^, his mother Shndili. 
Other father’s and mothers of his are also mentioned, 
according to the different ways in which fii’e takes its 
origin. Sometimes Anila, wind, is called his father; 
sometimes Apas, the water's, the clouds, his mothers. 
He is sometimes called his own father, because he was 
produced from himself and by himself (tanfinap§,t, 
svayoni, etc.). According to an old tradition Agni 
is represented as the brother of Dyaus, the sky, and 
the uncle of Indra, who, though pa^haps mightier and 
more popular- than Agni, is neverthele.ss a younger 
god. Indra is not a Vasu, but a Visava, a descendant 
of Vasu, probably of Dyaus. He is more the god of 
the Brilhmans, -while Indra is more the god of the 
Ksbatriyas. 

Agni has even his love-affairs, like any of the Greek 
gods. In the Rig-veda already, I. 66, 8, he is called 
parfi/r kanrnS.m pati/i ^anhrhm, the lover of girls, the 
husband of wives. His wife SvS.hfi. often complains 
about his fancies for other ladies. He fell in love, 
for instance, with Mahishmati \ the daughter- of king 
Nrla, and, as a consequence, the fire on the altars of 
the palace would never bur-n except when blown by 
' Mahabhilt-ata II. 30, 1180. 
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the sweet breath of the yoimg princess. The king 
is much incensed, but as Agni refuses altogether to 
burn in the palace, except on condition of receiving 
the princess as his wife, the king has to yield, and 
Agni becomes his son-in-law and his protector. 

The same story happens a second time, when Agni 
refuses to bum at the sacrifice of king Duryodhana, 
unless he gives him his daughter Sudai’sana. Here 
also the king has to yield, and Agni, in the form of 
a Br^hmaiia, marries the young princess. 

But in spite of this mythological and dramatic 
colouring which Agni has received, more particularly 
in the PuiAiias and in the oidinary superstitions of 
the day, the memory of his divine and supreme 
ohaiacter has never entirely perished. Agni is kno wn 
in the Mahfibhflrata ^ also as omnipresent' and omni- 
scient, as the witness of all our acts, whether good 
or evil. He is conceived, not only as visible, but 
likewise as invisible, and dwelling within all things 
that have life. He is not only the lord of all things, 
of the world, of gods and men, hut the creation of the 
world is ascribed to him, and it is said of him that ho 
who created the world will, when the time comes (piApte 
k^e), destroy it also (MahdbhS.rata I. 232, 8417): 

lokilns trtn iman havyav4ha, 
k&le piApte pakasi puzuiA samiddhaA, 
tTam aai'vasya bUuvanasya pi-asutis 
tvam evAgne bliavasi puna/t pratishttA. 

• 0 HavyavAha, thou, having created these three worlds, ripenost 
them (lit. cookest them) again when thou hast boon kuulled at the 
right time. Tliou art the origin of tire whole world, and thou alone 
art again its refuge.’ 

The purifying power of Agni is frequently put 
forward, and though he is said to hate all crimes, yet 
‘ Holtzmann, Agni malt den Vorslelliingen dea Hakdbhdrata, 1878, p. 5. 
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his favour can be gained even by the sinner by prayer 
and truthfulness. There is a prayer in the Mah&bhfi,- 
rata (11. 30, 1162) addressed by Sahadeva to Agni, 
where we can see the most curious mixture of his 
mythological and divine characters, and gain a valu- 
able insight into the chaotic state of religious ideas 
in the later ages of Hinduism. 

‘ 0 thou whose path is black, this undertaking is 
for thy sake, adoration be to thee 1 Thou art the 
mouth of the gods, thou art the sacrifice, 0 purifier 1 
Thou art called the purifier (p&.vaka) because thou 
purifiest, thou art the carrier (havyav&hana) because 
thou earnest the sacrificial offerings. The Vedas were 
produced for thy sake, and therefore thou art Gilta- 
vedash 0 Vibhfi.vasu, thou art iTitrabhilnu (with 
brilliant light), Suresa, the lord of gods, Anala (fii'e), 
the doorkeeper of heaven, the eater of offerings, the 
flaming, the crested. Thou art VaisvS,nai'a (belonging 
to all men), with dark yellow eyes, the monkey, pos- 
sessed of great splendour, the father of Kumfl,ra (god 
of war), the holy, the son of Eudra (Eudragarbha), 
the maker of gold. May Agni give me splendour, 
Vfi.yn breath, the Earth strength, and the Waters hap- 
piness 1 0 thou son of the waters, powerful Gata- 
vedas, lord of gods, mouth of the gods, 0 Agni, do 
thou purify me by thy truth I 0 thou, who art 
always well worshipped at the Baorifices by Eishis, 
BrSihmauas, gods or demons, do thou purify me by 
thy truth 1 0 thou, with smoke as thy banner, crested, 
destroyer of sin, born of wind, always abiding within 
living things, do thou purify me by thy truth ! ’ 

> An impoaalWa etymology, reating on a misnndorstanding of 
Agni'a Yedlc name OAtavedaa, ie. knowing all that exists, like 
vJtva-redas, knowing all thinga. 
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Such ideas as we here find mixed up, together, may 
seem to us quite incompatible. 

AntltropomorpUam. 

But we must not forget that the anthropomoi’phic 
tendencies in man are well-nigh irresistiblo. The old 
commandment, ‘ Thou shalt not make to thyself any 
graven image, nor the likeness of anything that is in 
heaven above, or in the earth beneath, or in the water 
under the earth,’ has been broken by neaily all reli- 
gions, if not by making likenesses, at least by con- 
ceiving the Deity in the likeness of man. In the 
ancient Vedic religion there is no sign as yet of 
gi'aven images, and though many human qualities are 
attributed to the gods, they never assumed that 
plastic human character which they have in Greece. 
Still, the anthropomorphic tendency was there, par- 
ticularly in later times. 

The Sa«re Sftcada. 

There is a curious legend, preserved by Al-Biruni 
(I. 116), of an Indian sage, called Niirada, a son of 
Brahman. He had but one desire, that of seeing 
God, and used to walk about, holding a stick. If he 
threw it down it became a serpent, and he was able 
to work other miindes with it. One day, being en- 
grossed in meditation on the object of his hopes, he 
saw a fire from afar. He went towards it, and then 
a voice spoke to him out of the fire : ‘ What you de- 
mand and wish is impossible. You cannot see me 
save thus.’ When Narada looked in that direction, 
he saw a fiery appearance in something like a human 
shape. Henceforward it has been the custom to erect 
idols of certain shapes I 
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There is a deep moaning in this story, a conscious- 
ness of our human weakness to conceive God except 
in the likeness of man. However, the story may be 
late, and the writer may possibly have been ac- 
quainted with the story of Moses. 

Inflnenoe of Oaildrsn on Seliglon. 

No doubt, the childish legends about the gods may 
originally have grown up among the uneducated 
classes ; they may have been intended for children 
only who could not bo fed on stronger food. But 
what we have learnt in om* c h ildhood is surrounded 
by a halo which often lasts for life, and what is old 
and has been handed down fi-om mother to child, re- 
tains a sacredness of its own, often beyond the reach 
of reflection or argument. We must never forget that 
all religions, partioulai'ly in their earliest stages, re- 
present the thoughts of the highest and the lowest 
layers of society, and that many a story told at first 
in good faith by an old grandmother, may in time 
become a sacred narrative. 

If all the stories that are told by the common people 
in Soman Catholic countries about St. Peter, as the 
doorkeeper of heaven, and his very free-and-easy con- 
versations with God, the Father ; if aU the miracles of 
the childhood of Christ, contained in the spurious 
Gospels ; if all the oircumstances attending the sup- 
posed apparitions of the Virgin in ancient, in me- 
diaeval, and even in modem times, had been reduced 
to writing, we should then have something corre- 
sponding to the silly stories about Agni and other 
god.s which we find in India in the epic poems and in 
the ParEl?ias. However, as the level of civilisation 
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and good taste is higher in Europe than it is in India, 
it is certainly tme that in Europe the ooiTuption of 
religion hs.s never gone so far as in India. There arc 
some portions of the Bible which, I believe, most 
Christiana would not be aony to miss. But that is 
nothing in comparison to the absurd and even revolting 
stories occurring in Sanskrit books which are called 
sacred. In that respect it is quite true that thei*e is 
no comparison between our own sacred book, the New 
Testament, and the Sacred Books of the East. Never- 
theless, the study of these Sacred Books of the East 
is full of lessons, and full of warnings. If we see 
Agni, the god of fia-e and light, conceived as the 
highest god, as the soul of the world (Utman), he being 
in the univei’se and the universe in him and then 
read of the same Agni as ia love with a young prin- 
cess, we can learn by an extreme case, how religion, 
being the common property of the young and the old, 
of the wise and the foohsh, is exposed to dangers 
from which nothing but perfect freedom of thought 
and perfect freedom of speech, granted to all its fol- 
lowers, can save it. But we can also learn another 
lesson, namely, that every religion, being the property 
of the young and the old, the wise and the foolish, 
must always be a kind of compromise, and that, while 
protesting against real corruptions and degradations, 
we must learn to bear with those whose language 
differs from our own, and trust that in spite of the 
tares that have sprung up during the night, some 
grains of wheat will ripen tow'ards the hai’vest in 
every honest heart. 

* Holtzmaan, 1. c., p. 9. 



LEGTUEE IX. 

USEFULNESS OF THE VEDIO RELIGION FOE A COM- 
PARATIVE STUDY OF OTHER EELIGIONS. 

Agnl, Fixe, In otbex Sellgiona. 

I T would hardly be possible anywhere but in Indi^ 
to discover so complete a collection of fragments 
with which to reconstruct what I call the biography 
of the god of fire. Of the early period to which the 
formation of the name of Agni must be assigned, and 
of the successive phases of its application to the 
various manifestations of . the beneficial and baneful 
power of fire, we have no records anywhere but in 
the Veda. But it must not be supposed that it was 
in India only that the god of fire and other gods 
sprang from the simplest observations of the pheno- 
mena of nature, and that other nations, more particu- 
larly the Semitic, began at once with abstract names 
of deity.. No language can have abstract names 
without something to abstract them from: The great 
advantage which the Veda ofTers to us consists in its 
enabling us to watch the very process of abstraction 
more fully and more minutely than it can be watched 
anywhere else. 

In the hymns of the Kig-veda there is as yet no 
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definite system of belief. There is no doubt a uni- 
formity of thought, but there is at the same time the 
greatest variety of individual expression. We saw 
how in. some of the hymns Agni was really no more 
as yet than the name of fire, whether burning on the 
hearth, or destroying forests, or descending from the 
sky in the shape of lightning. But we also saw how 
in other hymns there remained nothing but the name 
of Agni, while what was^ meant by it was the omni- 
potent creator and the omniscient ruler of the world. 
I think I may say therefore that nowhere in the whole 
world does ancient literature enable us to study this 
development of religious thought so fully and so un- 
interruptedly as in ancient India. 

Ko BtUglonfl Uteiatuxa in Oieeoa and Italy. 

In Greece and in Italy there ai-e some, but not many 
indications left, that might have opened the eyes of 
classical scholars as to the real theogony of the Olym- 
pian gods. But the continuous stratification of re- 
ligious thought, which is so instructive, and in its 
teachings so irresistible in the Veda, was broken up 
in Italy and Greece, and little is left to us beyond the 
detritus forming part of a tertiary surface. 

If we turn our eyes to other countries which claim 
to be in possession of a very ancient literature, and 
try to study there also what may be called the 
geology of theology, we seldom find the documents 
we really care for, documents exhibiting the actual 
growth, not the final upshot of religious thought. 

Sallgloii In SfTTBt. 

In Egypt, for instance, there is plenty of religious 
literature, and plenty of local variety, but every 
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cluster of mythology and religion, whether in Upper 
or in Lower Egypt, whether under the earliest or 
under the latest dynasties, seems already finished, 
systematised, and complete. 

Brugsoli on Egyptian Religion. 

I may quote the words of one of the best Egyptian 
scholars. Professor Brugsch, who in the introduction 
to his last work. The Iteligion of the Old Egyptians 
(1888), wnites : 

‘ The opinion which has lately been very unre- 
seiwedly pronounced, that the Egyptians possessed 
a kind of village-religion, which assumed different 
forms in different parts of the country, and was at 
last reduced to some kind of uniformity by the 
sophistical wisdom of the priests, is refuted by the 
texts of the pyramids, in which we perceive both the 
unity of a general fundamental system and the differ- 
ences, in details only, of local cults. No one would 
deny that the mythology of the Egyptians, like that 
of the Greeks and Romans and other civilised nations 
of antiquity, arose from simple conceptions closely 
connected at fii-st with the sky and the general nature 
of the country; but as far as monuments of mytholo- 
gical meaning can Carry us back in the valley of the 
Nile, nowhere do they display the faintest traces of 
those fiint beginnings, least of all in the later legends 
and stories of the gods. Everywhere we are met by a 
w'ell-established system, and local traditions seem only 
like variegated illustrations of one and the same 
fundamental conception within a system.' 

No religion has been represented to us under such 
diftcrent forms as the religion of Egypt. From the 
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days of Herodotus and Manetho to our own days every 
kind of theory has been proposed as to its origin, its 
nature, and its purpose. Those who know least of the 
language and literature of that mysterious countiy 
have always been most emphatic in their opinions on 
Egyptian religion. We have been told with equal 
assurance that the gods of the Egyptians were deified 
men or deified animals, that their religion was fetish- 
ism and totemism, and that nowhere could sacrificial 
worship be traced back so clearly to a primitive wor- 
ship of ancestors as in the original home of mummies 
and pyramids. That elements of all these beliefs may 
be discovered in Egypt need not surprise us, con- 
sidering that they are found in neaidy all religions, 
even in those that have not been spread over so large 
an area and preserved through so many ages as that 
of Egypt. 

But scholaa'ship surely has its rights, and however 
much we may admire the achievements of the inner con- 
sciousness, surely men who have devoted their lives to 
the study of Egyptian philology, and to whom hiero- 
glyphic, hieratic, and demotic texts are as familiar as 
Greek and Latin, have a right to be listened to, par- 
ticularly if they are entirely free from predilections in 
favour of any philosophical system. 


ne Page Benoaf on tha Oods of Egypt. 

I have quoted the opinion of Professor Bnjgsch as 
to the real character of the ancient religion of Egypt. 
I caimot resist quoting likevrise the opinion of Mr. Le 
Page Eenouf, an eminent student of hieroglyphics, 
wedded to no system of philosophy, nor suspected of 
any religious bias. And I do so the more readily. 
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because I am afraid that his -words, being contained 
in the Preface to the Book of the Dead, Facsimile 
of the Papyrus of Ani, 1890, have reached but few 
except students of hieroglyphics. 

‘ The beginnings of the Egyptian religion,’ he writes 
(p. 7), ‘ are anterior, probably by many centuries, to 
the earliest documents, and we can only speak with 
certainty of it from a time when the nation had 
already attained a very high degree of civilisation. A 
period when the religion was coniined to fetishism or 
to the worship of ancestors is historically unknown. 
Although many of the gods are mere names to us, we 
have very accurate knowledge of all the important 
ones, aud those which are not yet understood are 
certainly of the same nature. 

‘ No competent scholar has the least doubt that the 
Eai-th and Sky, the Sun, Moon, and Stars (and certain 
consteDations in particular), Light and Darkness, and 
the very hour's of the day and of the night, were con- 
sidered as gods ; and that the gods most frequently 
mentioned, Seb, Nu, Nut, B4, Tmu, Horus, are personi- 
fications of physical phenomena. And no greater 
names than these can be found.’ 

And again : ‘ The mythology of Egypt had its origin 
exactly like the mythologies of other nations kno-wn 
to us. All proper names were originally appellatives, 
and every name is derived from one only of the attri- 
butes or characteristics of an object. And as every 
object has several attributes, or may be considered 
from various points of view, it is susceptible of various 
names. Hence arise in some languages the many 
synonyms (often poetical or metaphorical) for such 
objects as island, river, horse, serpent, camel, sword, 
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gold. It is evident that in countries -where the 
powers of nature are the objects of worship, the same 
power is liable to be called by very different names. 
This is especially likely to be the case when the popu- 
lation is distributed over a large extent of country, 
with local worships under the superintendence of 
priesthoods independent of each other. The myths 
arising either from the name of the god, or from the 
phenomena which he peraonified, would necessarily 
vary according to locality. And this diversity would 
continue even when, at a later period of intercourse 
between the different parts of the country, many of 
the local worships and mythologies had come into 
general acceptance. No attempt was then made at 
harmonising contradictions, and all attempts which 
have more recently been made to exhibit a consistent 
system, whether of Greek, Indian, or Egyptian mytho- 
logy, spring from a radical misconception of the 
nature of a myth. When we know w/io the gods 
really are, the myths about them are perfectly intel- 
ligible.’ 

Unless these statements, emanating from real 
scholars, can be proved to be erroneous, it seems 
that we have a right to say that, as in India so in 
Egypt, the concept of something divine arose first 
from a contemplation of the wonderful activities of 
nature, and that when other objects were deified, this 
meant that they were, more or less consciously, placed 
within the boundaries of the same concept^. If the 
Egyptians could not mummify -without having their 
mum, or some similar substance answeiing the same 
purpose, neither could they deify, unless they were 

* mVbert Lectures, p. 205. 

P 
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beforehand in possession of a deus, or something 
divine. 

BeUglon in Baljylon and Assyria. 

We should have expected most valuable Hght on 
the origin and the growth of religious conceptions 
from Babylon and Nineveh. But, in spite of the 
•wonderful discoveries that have been made among 
the recently disinterred ruins of palaces -with their 
ai'ohives, and temples ■with their libraries, all is for 
the present chaotic and shifting. The very best 
scholars confess that they cannot tell what may be 
Accadian or Sumerian, and what may be Babylonian 
or Assyrian, in the religious phraseology of the in- 
scriptions, while the very names and gender of the 
gods vary Aom year to year. Much, no doubt, will 
in time be brought to light by the indefatigable dis- 
coverers and decipherers of Mesopotamian antiquities ; 
but the student of religion who should venture to sup- 
port his theories by facts taken from cuneifoi’m sources, 
would find that these supports have to be renewed 
or changed from year to year^. I say this from per- 
sonal experience, and without any disparagement ; — on 
the contrary, I think we ought to recognise in it the 
best proof of the rapid progress of cuneiform studies, 

‘ A vei'y excellent resume of wlint-was known of the ancient Baby- 
lonian religion in 18S7 niay bo seen in Prof. Soyce’a Hibbeii Lectures. 
These lectures are particularly useful booause they aro honest in 
acknowledging the present state of knowledge, with its inevitable 
uncertainties. On p. 6 we read : ‘ Unfortunately, in the present 
state of our knowledge, it is sometimes impossible to tell to ■which 
Ilf these two classes of texts a document belongs, and yet upon the 
right determination of the question may depend also the right de- 
termination of the development of Babylonian religion.’ On p. 105 
wo aro told that it is doubtful whether the principal deity of Baby- 
lon, Bel Merodach, ■was Accadian or Semitic, whether Marudak 
tMerodach) was an Accadian or a Semitic name (p. 106). 
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Vbere to study the Historical Qrowth. of Beligious Ideas. 

It would be easy to collect from Egyptian and 
Babylonian sources some strildng parallels to the 
development of Agni, which we have ti-aced in the 
Veda, but we must leave this for a later lecture. 
Among uncivilised nations also the worship of fii’e 
in its various phases, from the lowest to the highest, 
can be and has been studied by some of our best 
anthropologists. But here, even more than in Egypt 
and Babylon and other eountiies whicli possess lite- 
rary documents of various dates, the opportunities of 
studying the problem which occupies us at present 
are totally wanting. Wo find there also nothing but 
results. We see the last surface of religious belief, 
but we have no means of piercing one inch beneath 
that surface. Fortified by om- experience, derived 
chiefly from the Veda, we may guess at the ante- 
cedents of the actual beliefs of uncivilised races. We 
may apply the general principle of ‘ like results, like 
causes.’ But we shall have to do this with the 
greatest caution, for the human mind, which is, after 
all, the oidy soil of religious ideas, is least amenable 
to generalisation, and in the growth of religion, 
though the determining influence of the masses must 
not be forgotten, the power of the individual is im- 
mense, and often withdraws itself from all calcu- 
lation. 

me Old Testament. 

We should naturally have expected the most useful 
information as to the natural growth of the concept 
of deity in the various hooka of the Old Testament. 
Th^y profess to give us an account of the eaa-liest 
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intercourse between man and God, from the days when 
we are told that Adam and Eve heard the voice of the 
Lord God walking in the garden in the cool of the day 
(Gen. iii. 8), to the time when Moses was told that 
no man can see God and live (Ex. xxxiii, 20). 

But you know how difficult, nay, how impossible 
it is, in the present state of Biblical criticism, to use 
the single books of the Old Testament for historical 
purposes. I need hardly remind you that by the 
students of the Science of Religion the Old Testa- 
ment can only bo looked upon as a strictly historical 
book by the side of other historical books. It can 
claim no privilege before the tribunal of history,, nay, 
to claim such a privilege would be to really deprive 
it of the high position which it justly holds among 
the most valuable monuments of the distant past. 
But, at present, the authorship of the single books 
which form the Old Testament, and more particularly 
the dates at which they wei’e reduced to writing, 
fonn the subject of keen controversy, not among 
critics hostile to religion, whether Jewish or Christian, 
but among theologians who treat these questions in 
the most independent, but, at the same time, the most 
candid and judicial spirit. By this treatment many 
<liffioulties, which in former times disturbed the minds 
of thoughtful theologians, have been removed, and 
the Old Testament has resumed its rightful place 
among the most valuable monuments of antiquity. 
It is now often invoked to confirm the evidence of 
cuneiform and hieroglyphic inscriptions, instead of 
having to invoke the testimony of these inscriptions 
in its own support. But all this was possible on 
one condition only, namely, that the Old Testament 
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should be treated simply as an historical book, willing 
to submit to aU the tests of historical criticism to 
which other historical hooks have submitted. 

But what the student of the history, that is, of the 
continuous growth of religion, looks for in vain in the 
hooks of the Old Testament are the successive stages 
in the development of religious concepts. He does not 
know which books he may consider as more ancient 
or more modern than other books. He asks in vain 
how much of the religious ideas reflected in certain of 
these books may be due to ancient tradition, how 
much to the mind of the latest writer. In the third 
chapter of Exodus God is revealed to Moses on Mount 
Horeb, not only as the supreme, but as the only God. 
But we are now told by competent scholars that 
Exodus could not have been written down till prob- 
ably a thousand ycai's later than Moses. How then 
can we rely on it as an accurate picture of the 
thoughts of Moses and his contemporaries 1 It has 
been said with gi'eat truth* that ‘it is almost im- 
possible to believe that a people who had been eman- 
cipated from superstition at the time of the Exodus, 
say 1491, and had again and again proved the evils 
of idolatry and been driven to repentance, and who 
had been all along taught to conceive God as the one 
universal spirit, existing only in truth and righteous- 
ness, and justice, and mercy, should be found at the 
time of Josiah, in 621, nearly nine hundred years 
later, steeped in every super’stition, aird permitting 
among themselves the perpetration of all the crimes, 
known to the false and barbai-ous forms of worship,’ 
Still, if the writings of the Old Testament were con- 
^ A. 0. Butler, Wuit Mosee saio ami heard, p. 83. 
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Bidered as contemporaneous with the events which they 
relate, this retrogressive movement in the religion of 
the Jews would have to he accepted. 

Most of these difficulties, however, are removed, or, 
at all events, considerably lessened, if we accept the 
results of modern Hebrew scholarship, and remember 
that though the Old Testament may contain very 
ancient traditions,, they probably were not reduced to 
writing till the middle of the fifth century b. o., and 
may have been modified by and mixed up with ideas 
belon^ng to the age of Ezra. 

This is not the place to discuss questions of Hebrew 
scholai'ship, and yet it is of extreme importance for 
us to know whether we may, or, in fact, whether we 
must take into account the books of the Old Testa- 
ment in studying the growth of religious ideas. 
What would the student of religion give, if he could 
really feel sure that he was I’eading in the books of 
Mbse.s the thoughts of humanity 1500 B. o. All our 
ideas of the hmtorical growth of religious ideas, among 
Semitic nations at least, would have to be modified, 
whereas at present, unless we can fix the date of 
each individual book of the Old Testament, our only 
safe course is to leave this most important collection 
of sacred documents aside, the very collection from 
which formerly all our ideas of the ancient history of 
religion used to be formed. 

It sometimes happens, however, that researches 
carried on for quite different purposes, suddenly cross 
the path of other inquiries, and help in settling ques- 
tions with which they were originally unconnected. 
The same has happened in our case. 
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InTsntlou of Alpltabetio WTltiucr. 

Thanks to the genius of De Rougd, and the sub- 
sequent labours of Lenormant and Brugsch, there can 
be no doubt — at least, I cannot see how there could 
be — that what we call the Phenician letters, and what 
the Greeks also very honestly called the Phenician 
letters, were derived from hieratic hieroglyphics. 
I cannot at present explain the whole process by 
which out of a large number of hieroglyphic signs 
about twenty-two were selected to serve as alphabetic 
letters, as consonants and vowels. Nor has it been 
possible to fix the exact date at which this process 
took place, though such evidence as there is points, 
according to De Roug'd, to about 1000 B. c. But it is 
a matter of history that we have no evidence of 
alphabetic ■writing, even for the purpose of inscrip- 
tions, much less for the purpose of the composition 
of books, till about the time of king Mesha, whose 
famous inscription dates from the ninth century D. b.^ 

Between the use of writing for monumental or even 
for commercial and epistolary purposes, and the use 
of writing for literary purposes, however, there is 
everywhere a gulf of centuries. In fact we may say, 
BO far as our knowledge extends at preseirt, that 
there is no historical evidence of any hook in alpha- 
betic •writing before the seventh centmy b. c. 

' I do not talte account hero of tho ancient insoripllons discovered 
by Euting, Glaser, and others in Arabia. Their dates are os yet 
too much a matter of controversy. Dr. Glaser refers tho Minacan 
alphabet to 2000 to 3000 n.o. Professor D. H. Mflller places it from 
600 n. c. to 600 A, n. On the other hand Dr. Miiller takes the LiliyAu 
alphabet to he more primitlvo than the Sabaoo-Mlnaonu, while Dr. 
Glaser makes it post-Chrlstian, 160 to 475 a.d. Under these circum- 
stances it is surely wise to wait. See AUgmiine Zeitung, Nos. 36, Sf. 
1890, 
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To suppose therefore that Moses could have wriUot 
a book in Hebrew, and with a Semitic alphabet, 
would be to antedate the writing of books by nearly 
a thousand yeai's, and the employment of alphabetic 
writing in general by more than 600 years. 

If Moses wrote at all, if he actually held a book 
and read it in the audience of the people (Exod. 
xxiv. 7), he could only, learned as he was in all the 
leaniing of the Egyptians, have written in hiero- 
glyphics, but cei'tainly not in the Phenician alphabet. 
The very tables of the law could not have been traced 
with any but hieroglyphic or hieratic letters, for the 
simple reason that onr Phenician alphabet, so fax as 
we know at present, did not exist before 1000 b.c,,. 
if so early. Of course, the arguments which are 
used in support of this conclusion may be contro- 
verted. One single inscription, in Phenician or 
Semitic letters, found in Egypt or Arabia might by 
its date upset our conclusions as to the date of the 
invention of alphabetic writing. But what will hardly 
ever be upset is our conviction that books in alpha- 
betic letters were a far more recent invention, and 
existed nowhere before the seventh century b. c. 

The Blzta Century B.C. 

It has been truly said that a more interesting 
history of the world might be written if, instead of 
being divided according to the domination of par- 
ticular dynasties or the supremacy of particular races, 
it were cut off into departments, indicated by the in- 
fluence of particular discoveries upon the destinies 
of mankind b You would have the epochs mai'ked 

‘ Se« speech by Lord Salisbury, in Times, Noy. 4, 1889. 
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by the discovery of gunpowder, of the printing press, 
of the steam engine, of electricity in modern times ; 
and you would have in ancient times the epochs 
marked hy the discovery of fire, of bronze, of iron, 
and of alphabetic writing for literary purposes. 

But if the introduction of written books marks an 
epoch in the history of civilisation, we ought to be 
able to discover clear tmees of it in the principal 
countries of the world. Now you know the wonder- 
ful intellectual activity of the sixth century b. o. in 
every part of the civilised world. Between 600 and 
500 B. 0 . we have in Asia the foundation of the Persian 
Empire, with Cyrus and Darius Hydaspes, the restorer 
of the Zoroastrian faith. We have in Asia Minor the 
fise of the Ionian republics, and the sudden burst of 
Greek philosophy, Greek poetry, nay even Greek 
history. Not only Thales (solar eclipse, 686), Anaxi- 
mander (613-546) and Anaximenes, but Pythagoras 
(t 510), Xenophanes, Herakleitos, and Parmenides all 
belonged to that great century. Greek lyric poetry 
hurst forth in the songs of Theognis, Simonides, and 
Anaki'eon; ancient laws began to be collected hy 
Solon and others, and towards the close of the 
century we hear of Pisisferatus (t528) collecting 
manuscripts of the Homeric songs, as they had been 
recited at the gi'cat Panathenaic festivals. The Logo- 
graphi of that time were actual ivnUrs of chronicles, 
and the immediate precursor's of real historians, such 
as Herodotus. 

Though it is a mere guess, it seems to me extremely 
likely that this literary development of the sixth 
century b,g. was really due to the introduction of 
alphabetic writing for literary purposes from Egypt 
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and Phenicia to Asia Minor and Europe. I doubt 
•whether we can trace the -writing do-wn of any of the 
sacred books of the East to an eai-lier date than that 
century, though they, no doubt, existed for centuries 
before that time, preserved by oral tradition. 

The Zoroastrian texts may have been oolloeted at 
the time of Darius. The Veda was probably not 
reduced to writing till much later, and the same 
applies to the Buddhist canon. In China writing, 
according to their fashion, may have been known 
long before, but the collection of the canonical books 
of Confucius and Laotze belongs again to the sixth 
century. 

The Old Testament as an Historical Booh. 

If then wo turn to the books of the Old Te.stament, 
we find that they were finally collected by Ezra, 458 
n. 0 ., who lived about seventy-five years after Darius, 
the collector of the Zoroastrian code. We must re- 
member that Ezra had been brought up in Babylon 
during the reign of Artaxerxes. To suppose that por- 
tions of the Old Testament existed in the form of books 
at the time of Moses would run counter to all history. 
The Je-ws, we must remember, were far from being a 
more literary people than their neighbours, and to sup- 
pose that they alone should have possessed a book- 
Uteraturo at a time when all their neighbours bad to 
be satisfied with oral tradition, or ivith hieroglyphic 
inscriptions, hieratic papyri, and cuneiform cylinders, 
is more than at present any historian can admit'. 

But though in using the books of the Old Testament 
we must always be on our guard against intellectual 


’ See Appendix XIII. 
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ahachromsms, due to the inevitable colouring which 
the mind of the collector and final redactor may have 
thrown on the chaa'acter of a book, the traditions, as 
finally collected by Ezra, and before him by the High 
Priest, Hilkiah, hardly allow us to doubt tW a belief 
in one Supreme God, even if at first it was only a 
henotheistic, and not yet a monotheistic belief, took 
possession of the leading spirits of the Jewish race at 
a very early time. All tradition assigns that belief in 
One God, the Most High, to Abraham. According to 
the Old Testament, Abraham, though he did not deny 
the existence of the gods worshipped by the neigh- 
bouring tribes, yet looked upon them as difierent from, 
and as decidedly inferior to, his own God. His mono- 
theism was, no doubt, narrow. His God was the friend 
of Abraham, as Abraham was the friend of God. Y et 
the concept of God formed by Abraham was a con- 
cept that could grow and that did grow. Neither 
Moses, nor the Prophets, nor Christ himself, nor 
even Mohammed, had to introduce a new God. Their 
God was always called the God of Abraham, even 
when freed from all that was still local and narrow 
and superstitious in the faith of that patriarch. 

Uosothelstlc Instinct of tlie SemlUo Saoe. 

It is well known that some excellent Semitic 
scholars, and more particularly Eenan, find the ex- 
planation of this early monotheistic belief of the 
Father of the Faithful in what they call the mono- 
theistic instinct of the whole Semitic race. That 
theory, however, even if it explained anything, is 
flatly contradicted by all tiie facts that have come 
to light in the early history of the Semitic nations. 



OSEPULNESS OP THE VEDIO EELIGION. 221 

If there was any religious instinct in them, it was 
a polytheistic instinct, as we see in the monuments 
of Babylon and Nineveh, in the traditions of Arabia, 
and even in the constant backslidings of the Jews. 


Abiaaain. 

Many years ago, in one of my earliest essays on 
Semitic Monotheism (1860), I tried to show, in oppo' 
sition to Eenan’a view, that the Jewish belief in One 
Supreme God must be traced back, like all gimt 
ideas, to one person, namely to Abraham, and that, 
in his case, it could not be ascribed to a national 
instinct, which rather would have led him in the very 
opposite direction, but on the contrary, to his personal 
opposition to the national instinct, or to what I 
ventured to call, in the truest sense of the word, a 
special revelation. For that expression I have been 
taken to task again and again during the last thnty 
year's, though I thought I had made it very clear in 
all my writings what I meant by a special revelation, 
not a theophany, but ‘a profound insight, an in- 
spired vi.sion of truth, so deep and so living as to 
make it a reality like that of the outward world 
nay, more than that of the outward world. Such a 
revelation can, by its very nature, be granted to one 
man only, can be preached by one man only, with 
the full faith in its reality, and this man, as far as 
the religion of Jews, Christians, and Mohammedans 
is concerned, was Abraham. 

But although Abraham may have attained at a very 
early time to his sublime conception of the One God, 

* These are the words in which my defence was undertaken by 
.T. P. Clarke in his Ten Cfreat Heltfflons, p. 403. 
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the Most High God, freed from the purely physical 
characteristics which adhere to the gods of other 
nations, we can see very clearly that in this sublime 
conception he stood almost alone, and that the gods 
of the Jews, and of the Semitic nations in general, 
had once been gods of nature, quite as much as the 
gods of India. 

If wo saw the account of the appearance of Jehovah 
on mount Sinai in the sacred hooks of any other 
religion, we should have little doubt that the God, as 
there described, wtls originally a god of fire and 
thunder, ‘ In the moining,’ we read, ‘ there were thun- 
ders and lightnings, and a thick cloud upon the mount. 
And mount Sinai was altogether on a smoke, because 
the Lord descended upon it in fire: and the smoke 
thereof ascended as the smoke of a furnace, and the 
whole mount quaked greatly.’ 

What is told of Elijah and of his vision on mount 
Horeh is like an epitome of the whole gi’owth of 
the Jewish religion in general. We read that ‘the 
Lord passed by, and a great and strong wind rent 
the mountains, and brake in pieces the rocks before 
the Lord ; but the Lord was not in the wind. 

And after the wind an earthquake ; but the Lord 
was not in the earthquake. 

‘ And after the earthquake a fire ; but the Lord was 
not in the fire. 

‘ And after the fire a stiU, small voice.’ 

What we should have expected in any other sacred 
book, at the end of this description of a storm, would 
have been the loud, strong voice of the thunder. 
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follo'wiiig after tbe storm, and the earthquake, and 
the fire of lightning. But the still small voice shows 
that Elijah saw more than the mere physical features 
of the storm, and that the voice which he heard was 
meant for a higher voice that speaks not only in the 
storm, the earthquake, and the fire, hut in the heart 
of man. 


The Ood of Tixe in the Old Testament. 

The highest authorities on the religious antiquitie-s 
of the Semitic peoples, and of the Jewish people in 
pai'ticular, have expressed their conviction that the 
physical characteristics of their principal God point 
to an original god of fire, taking fire in the same 
wide sense in which it was taken in India, not only 
as the fire on earth, but as the fire of heaven, the 
fii’6 manifested in storm and lightning, nay, the fii-o 
as the life of nature and of man. In this way only, 
they think, can we account for the poetical phraseo- 
logy still found in many places of the Old Testament. 
For instance. Psalm xviii. 8 : 

' TiioiM went np a smoke out of hU noatiile, 

And fire out of hie mouth devoured ; 

Coals were kindled by it. 

He bowed the heavens also, and came down, 

And thick darkness was under his feet.' 

Or again. Psalm xxix. 3 : 

• The voice of the lord is upon the waters, 

The glory of God thundoretb, 

Even the Loi-d, upon many waters.’ 

But though w’e can clearly perceive in these and 
similar passages that there were physical ingredients 
in the character of the supreme God of the Jews, 
nowhere but in tlie hymns of the Veda can we watch 
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the gradual elimination of these physical ingredients, 
and the historical unfolding of the true idea of God 
out of these primitive germs. I know full well that 
to some any attempt to trace back the name and 
concept of Jehovah to the same hidden sources from 
which other nations derived them first intimation of 
deity, may seem almost sacrilegious. They forget the 
difference between the human concept of the deity and 
the deity itself, which is beyond the reach of all human 
concepts. But the historian reads deeper lessons in 
the growth of these human concepts, as they spring 
up everywhere in the minds of men who have been 
seekers after truth — seeking the Lord, if haply they 
might fed after him and find him ; — and when he can 
show the slow, but healthy growth of the noblest and 
sublimest thoughts out of small and apparently in- 
significant bagiimings, he rejoices as the labourer 
rejoices over his golden harvest ; nay, he often wonders 
what is more truly wonderful, the butterfly that soars 
up to heaven on its silvery wings, or the grub that 
hides within its mean chrysalis such marvellous possi- 
bilities. 



LECTURE X. 

PmE A8 OONCEIVED IN OTHEB RELIGIONS. 

ni« widely ‘Worehlpped. 

T hough we cannot hope to find in other religions 
any documents in which to study, as we can in 
the Veda, the successive stages through which the 
worship of fire passed from its simplest beginnings, as 
the fire on the hearth, to its highest stage, as the 
creator and ruler of the world, we may at all events 
try to collect some fragments of the worship of Fire, 
preserved in other religions, whether united genea- 
logically with the Vedic religion or independent in 
their origin. 

Next to the worship of the sun, there is probably 
no religious worship so widely difiused as that of 
Fire. ' Since there has been fire, it has been wor- 
shipped,’ is a saying of Bashshar Ibn Burd, quoted 
by iJ-Birflni (vol. ii. p. 131). But we must distin- 
guish. Fire has been woi'shipped for very different 
reasons, and the very name of worship comprehends 
many heterogeneous kinds of reverence, esteem, grati- 
tude, and even prudential considerations, which were 
culled forth by the benefits and services rendered by 
fire to the different races of man. Nevertheless, I 
(2) Q 
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believe we shall find that there is nothing, or very 
little, in the religious, philosophical, and mythological 
conceptions of fire, whether entertained by civilised 
or uncivilised, by ancient or modern races, that does 
not find some analogy, and, to a great extent, some 
explanation, in the rich religious, philosophical, and 
mythological phraseology of India. 

■Tire In the AveBtai. 

The nearest relations of the ancient Aryas of India 
were no doubt the Aryas of Media and Persia, of 
whose religion we obtain some interesting, though 
fragmentary, information &om the Zend-avesta. The 
idea, once so prevalent, that their religion consisted 
entirely of Fire-worship has long been surrendered 
by scholars, though it crops up again and again in 
popular writings. From the first acquaintance with 
the original texts of theii- sacred writings, it became 
clear that Fire occupied only a subordinate place in 
their religious system. 

, If wo call the religion of Zoroaster fire-worship, we 
must apply the same name to the religion of India, 
nay even to the religion of the Jews. Almost every 
religion which recognises burnt offerings, exhibits at 
the same time a more or less prominent reverence for 
the sacrificial fire itself. To outsiders in particular, 
and to casual observers, the fires burning on the 
altars of temples or on the hearth of every house 
seem to be the principal manifestation of religious 
worship and of religious faith. Thus it happened 
that, like the religion of Persia, that of India also 
was often represented as fire-worship. Al-Birflni, for 
instance (vol. i. p. 128 ; vol. ii. p. 139), declares that 
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the Eig-veda treats of the sacrifices to the fire, as if 
it treated of nothing else. He is, however, more 
correct when he states (vol. ii. p. 131) ‘that the Hindus 
highly venerate the fire, and offer flowers to it,’ 
though we ought to remember that there are many 
things besides flowers which were sacrificed in and 
to the fire. 

Ormasd, not Fixe. 

In the Zend-avesta Agm, as a separate god of fire, 
occupies in fact a far less prominent place than in 
the Veda. The real object of veneration with 
Zoroaster and his followers was Ahura-mazda, whom 
we call Ormazd. Ahura-mazda was a doity whose 
deepest roots we ahaU discover in the concepts of 
heaven, light, and wisdom. Ho was not Fire, though 
he is often represented as the father of Fii’e. This 
shows his close rektiouship with the Vedic Dj'aus, 
the sky, who was likewise conceived as the father of 
Agni. 

Atar, Fixe. 

The name of fire in Zend, however, is not Agni, 
but Atar, a word which in Sanskrit is supposed to 
exist in the name Athar-van, one of the early sages 
who kept the fira, the supposed ancestor of the family 
of the Atharvans, to whom, as we saw, the Atharva- 
veda was attributed. It is sometimes used also as 
a name of Agni himself. Tho word atar has no 
etymology, so far as we know ^ whether in Sanskrit 
or in Zend. 

' Darmeateter, Ormazd et AJirhmn, p. 66, note. That athar in 
athar-van is tho same word as Star may be ooncedod. In Zend 
athrnvan has long, athaurun short a. Tlie Vedic athar! also, 
and atharyn, may be oonneotod with athar, and possibly the 
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It seemed strange to students of the Pai-si religion 
that Atar, fire, should he the son of Ahura-mazda, 
and that his mother, the -wife of Ahura-mazda, should 
be vrater. From what we now know, however, from 
the Rig-vedn, this becomes perfectly intelligible. 
Fii’C is the son of the sky, whether in his character 
of the sun or of lightning, and he is the son of the 
waters, whether as rising from the clouds in the 
morning, or as issuing from the clouds as lightning 
in a thunderstorm 

Star’s Pltfbt wltli Asl Sah&ka. 

This Atar or fire in the Avesta represents in some 
respects both Agni and Indra, for the battle against 
Asi Dah3,ka, the fiendish snake, is waged in the 
Avesta by Atar alone, who frightens the fiend away 
and recovers the light (Zi,yaren6). Trita, who in the 
Veda takes sometimes the place of the conqueror of 
the fiend, is called Aptya, the descendant of the 
waters, which shows his close connection with Agni, 
as Ap3,m napUt, the offspring of the waters or the 
clouds, that is, the lightning. In the Avesta this 
Trita appears as Thrafitaona Athwya, who kills 
A.si Dah&ka in the four-cornered Varena, originally 
a name of the sky, corresponding to Greek ovpav6i, 
and Sanskrit Varuna. 

This battle between Agni or Trita and Ahi in the 
Veda, between Atar or ThraStaona ondAsfi Dah^ka 

Greek ASpayiv^j, a tree of which tinder was made. 'AS^p also in the 
sense of the point of a, weapon might be related, but not so ’ASqi/ij, 
which cornea from a vory different source. 

* ApUm nap&t is distinguished in the Avesta from Atar, but is 
often mentioned in close connection with him j see Vispered, 
VH. 6. 
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in the Avesta, which was originally a purely mytho- 
logical representation of the battle between light and 
darkness, whether in a thunderstorm or in the diurnal 
struggle between day and night, became after a time 
a mere legend. And it was one of Burnoufs most 
brilliant discoveries that in what was formerly ac- 
cepted as genuine Persian history, namely the over- 
throw of king JemsMd by the usui’pcr Zobllk, and 
the overthrow of Zohak by Feiidfln, he recognised 
once more our old Vedio friends, Trita, Ahi, and 
Yam a, brought down from the sky to the emtli, and 
changed from divine and mythological powers into 
human and historical character's h 

nuxallty of Atax. 

When by the side of the one Atar we find also 
many Atars (8. B. E, xxiii. 8) mentioned in the Avesta, 
we have only to remember that in the Veda also 
there were many agnis or fires, in which the presence 
of Agni was discovered and acknowledged. This sub- 
division of Fire was carried on even further in the 
Avesta than in the Veda. In the Veda we can dis- 
tinguish three fires, sometimes called Agni nirma- 
thya, fire obtained by nibbing, Agni aushasya, fii-e 
rising with the dawn, solar fire, and Agni vaidyuta, 
the fire of lightning. In the Avesta (Yasna XVII) 
we meet with five fires ; — (1) the fire that was before 
Ahura-mazda, (2) the fire that dwells in animal bodies, 
(3) the fii'e in trees and plants, (4) the fire in the 
clouds, (5) the domestic fire, (6) the Nairya-sangha 

’ On the changes of ThxaCtnona into Poriclta, of Yima Khshilcta 
into Jemshid, and of Ari Cahilka into ZohSk, sco Sekc/al Esnayx, i. 
p. 4!'9. 
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fire, also called the Behram fitre, which is to be kept 
burning in temples *. 

Besides the three principal fires in the Veda, the 
fire obtained by rubbing, the fii-e of lightning, and 
the fire in the sun, two more are often mentioned, 
the (/a,t/<ara, that which resides in the stomach and 
cooks or digests food, and another that is supposed 
to reside in plants. This identity of the fire on the 
heai'th with the fire in the human body was expressed 
with great doiinitenea.s by a Shawnee prophet. ‘ Know,’ 
he said, ‘ that the life in your body and the fire on 
your hearth are one and the same thing, and that 
both proceed from one source®.’ When, however, Agni 
is invoked as residing in all things, and also as a 
witness abiding in our own body, this is not meant 
for the but involves a higher conception 

of Agni as an omnipresent power. Thus we read, 
Mm-Yl. 101, 30:— 

Tvam agne BaryabhCiArntlm sai’irftntar agoftaraA, Tram afllcshi 
nAma dcUasthas, truhi milm devasattama. 

* Thou, 0 Agni, art inylaible inside the body of all oroaturos, thou 
art called the witness in the body, saye me, 0 best of gods.' 

The Agni residing in the plants, may be the warmth 
that ripens them (Rv. X. 88, 10, a6h dshadhi/t paXiati 
visvfirfipa/t) ; hut more frequently he is conceived as 
dwelling within trees and plants, because he can 
be called forth from them by friction. He is called, 
VI. 3, 3, Y&negSuhy born in the wood ; IL 1, 14, 
girbhaA virfidhfl,m, the child of the plants ; and he 
is often represented as hidden in certain trees which 
were used for producing fire. 

* 3. B, E. xxxi. p. 25S. 

* Bamifun qf John Tanner, p. 161; Briuton, Myt?ui qf tin New World, 

p. lii. 
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The three sacrificial fires are the Girhapatya, Da- 
kshma, and Ahavaniya, to which the Avasathya and 
Sabhya ai'e sometimes added so as to make five. 

Atav, Sou of Ormazd. 

But Atar had also a divine personality of his own. 
His constant name is the son of Ahura-mazda. He 
is called a warrior, driving on a blazing chariot 
[S. B. E. xxiii. p. 153), a benefactor, a source of glory 
and a source of healing (l.c., p. 15). In the Atas Ny&gis 
(1. c., p. 359) we read not ordy of sacrifices and in- 
vocations offered unto Atar, but he himself is called 
worthy of sacrifice and invocation. He is implored to 
burn for over in the house, until the time of the good 
and powerful restoration of the world. It is said to 
be well with a man who worships Atar with sacrifices, 
holding in his hand the sacred wood, the baresma, 
and the meat. For Atar can bestow not only fulness 
of life and welfare, but also knowledge, sagacity, 
quickness of tongue, a good memory, an undei’- 
standing that goes on growing and that is not 
acquired through leai'ning. In a prayer addressed 
to him the poet says: ‘Give me, 0 Atar, son of 
Ahura-mazda, however unworthy I am, now and for 
ever, a seat in the bright, all-happy, blissful abode 
of the holy ones. May I obtain the good reward, 
a good renown, a long cheerfulness of soul.’ And 
Atar is supposed to bestow the following blessing on 
his worshippers : ‘ May herds of oxen grow for thee, 
and increase of sons ; may thy mind and thy soul be 
master of its vow, and mayest thou live on in the 
joy of the soul all the nights of thy life ’ (xxiii. p, 360 ; 
and xxxi. p. 313). 
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Dlfterence between Ata> end Agni. 

Eemember all this is addressed to A tar, origiaally 
simply a name of fire. It is much the same as what 
■we saw addressed to Agni in the Veda. But there 
are diflerences also between the Vedic Agni and the 
Avestic Atar. We saw that Agni in the Veda was 
made a sarvabhaksha, a devourer of all things, that 
he resented the affront, but that in the end everything 
was supposed to be purified by fii’e. Thus the Vedic 
Indians burnt their dead in the fire, and afterwards 
buried the ashes. To the Zoroastriana both these acts 
would have seemed sacrilegious, for such was their 
belief in the holiness of fire and of the earth, that 
they would have considered both polluted by any 
contact with unclean things^. The very breath of 
man or of woman, which, as we saw, Agni was so 
fond of, was believed by the Zoroastrians to con- 
taminate the fire and hence the Paitid&na ®, a kind 
of veil worn by the priest, and reaching from the nose 
to the chin, the modem Pcnom^. 

* S. B. E. iv. p, 80. 

It should he remembered, however, that Manu also (IV. £3) foi'- 
hids bW'lng tlio Are ■>vith one’s mouth. He likewise disappi-oves 
i>f throwing impure substances into the fire, warming one’s feet at 
it, or stopping over it. Some authorities, however, say that the 
.Srauta flm may bo kindled by blowing, because it ,is particularly 
ordained so in the VAj/asiiueyaka, bnt that the domtsstie fire is not 
to be thus treated. See Apastomba Satras, translated by Biihler, 
S. B. B ii, p. 86 ; I. 18, 20 ; Vasishtta XII. 27-29. 

“ 1. c.. p. 164. 

* A curious coinoidcnce shows itself in the ceremonial of the 
Slaves, as described by Saxo Grammaticus. The priest lias to clean 
tho saccllum with a broom, and while doing this must never allow 
his breath to esc.ape. When he con retain his bivatli no longer, 
ho has to go out and then to return to his work in the temple, so 
that tho deity may not be contaminated by human breath. See 
liippert, JHe Eeliffimn der Evn^Vacken CuUnnWeer, p. 93. 
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Is tbe Avastlo Beligloii duallstlo? 

It is generally supposed that the religion of the 
Avcsta differs from that of the Veda by being 
dualistic In one sense this is perfectly true. The 
Zoroastvians recognise an evil spirit, Angra Mainyu, 
by the side of the good spirit, Ahura-mazda. In some 
respects these two spirits are equals. The good spirit 
did not create the evd spirit, nor can he altogether 
prevent the mischief that is wrought by the evil 
spirit. The Zoroastrian religion, having a decidedly 
moral character, recognises in this struggle between 
good and evil the eternal law of rewai'd and punish- 
ment, good always begetting good and evil evil. In 
the same manner as the good spirit opposes the evil 
spirit, every man is expected to fight against evil in 
every shape. Zoroaster himself was supposed to 
have been appointed by Ahura-mazda to defend the 
good people, it may be the agricultural population, 
against the attacks of their enemies, the worshippers 
of the Dadvas. The oldest prayers in the Avesta are 
supposed to have been addressed by Zoroaster to 
Ahura-mazda, imploring his help, and mourning over 
the suflferings of his people. 

All this is perfectly true, but if we once know from 
the Veda what the fight between good and evil, 
between light and darkness meant in the beginning, 
we shall understand why after aU, in the dualism 
of the Avesta, the good spiiit is always supreme, as 
Indra is supreme over Vn'tra, Agni over Aid, Atar 
over Asi Dah&ka. The fact that Indra or Agni or 
Atai’ has an enemy, that light is sometimes ovei- 

' See West, S. B, B., vol. v. p. Ixix ; Mills, S. B, E., vol. xxxi. Introd. 
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•whelmed by darkness, does not annihilate the belief in 
the supremacy of one of these two contending powers. 
The gods are always conceived as different in kind 
from their opponents. The gods are worshipped, the 
demons ai’e feared. If therefore wo call the ancient 
religion of Zoroaster duaHstic, the same name might 
be applied to the Vodic religion, so far as it recog- 
nises Yriim and other powers of darkness as dangerous 
opponents of the bright beings. Indeed, I doubt 
whether there is any religion which is dualistic in the 
sense of recognising two divine antagonistic powers 
as perfect equals. Even so-called Satanic races who 
offer sacrifices to evil spiiits only, and seem to neglect 
the good spirits, do so because they can trust the 
latter, but aa'e afraid of the former. Wherever there 
is a belief in a devil, the devil may be very powerful, 
but he can never become supreme. He is by its very 
nature a negative, not a positive concept. No doubt, 
the powers of evil in the Avesta ore different from the 
powers of darkness in the Veda. They have assumed 
a decidedly moral character. But they are the same 
in origin, and it is owing to this that they never have, 
never could have attained to perfect equality with the 
Good and Wise Spirit, Ahura-mazda. 

The most important lesson which we may learn 
from the Avesta, particularly when we do not lose 
sight of its antecedents in the Veda, is that we may 
see how physical religion leads on almost uncon- 
sciously to moral religion. It is the distinction 
between night and day, between darkness and light, 
that foreshadows and predetermines the distinction 
between what is lovely and unlovely, between what 
is evil and good, between what belongs to the powws 
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of darkness and the powers of light. Nature, as the 
voice of the God of Nature, awakens in the heart of 
man the first conception, of that eternal Dualism 
which is manifested in night and day, in darkness 
and light, and in the works of darkness and in the 
works of light. And as night is the negation of day, 
not day of night, as darkness is tho negation of light, 
not light of darkness, a deep conviction was left in 
the mind of man, that evil also is the negation of 
good, not good of evil. The light of the sun might 
he absent for a time, but it was hidden only, it 
could never be destroyed, and as every morning 
proclaimed the victory of light, the ancient worshippers 
of nature and of the gods of nature never doubted that 
the final victory must belong to the powers of light, 
that Vritra must succumb, that Ahriman must be 
vanquished, and that light and truth and righteousness 
must prevail in the end. 

nre in Egypt. 

But it is not only the religion of Persia which 
receives its time explanation from India, it is not 
only the Zoroastrian Atar whose true historical ante- 
cedents are preserved to us in the hymns addressed 
to tho Vedic Agni. In this case there is really a 
genealogical relationship between the two religions 
and between the two deities. But even where there 
can be no thought of such a genealogical relationship, 
we shall often find in the most distant countries the 
most striking similailties with tho conceptions of tiro 
as elaborated by the Vedic Indians. 

In some cases mythological ideas which seemed 
utterly irrational become at once intelligible by a 
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mere compaiuson with Vedic ideas. We saw how 
many different characters were ascribed to Agni in 
the hymns of the Veda. In one hymn he was clearly 
the fire on the hearth, the protector of the family; 
in another the lightning, the destroyer of the demons 
of darkness; in another again the sun, the light of 
the world, the giver of life and strength. Being all 
this, and representing such different powers, he soon 
wns conceived as something different from each and 
all of these manifestations, something behind and 
above them all, and thus was raised at last to that 
divine supremacy which, as we saw, marks the highest 
stage which religious speculation has reached at any 
time. If we have clearly imderstood this process, and 
then turn our eyes to Egypt, we shall find it repeated 
there in almost every detail 

Uoderu Character of the Btr^ptlau Belig^on. 

Only while in Egypt we can no longer discover the 
motives that led to this syncretism, these motives ai-e 
fully disclosed to us in the hymns of the Veda. It is 
strange, but it is recognised as a fact by the best 
scholars, that in Egypt, where the actual monuments 
are apparently so much older than in India, we seldom, 
if ever, can discover the deepest roots and feeders of 
religion. Professor Chantepie de la Saussaye, in his 
able of the recent researches of Egyptologists, 

remai'ks (§ 61 ) : ‘ Our knowledge of the first dynasties 
has been greatly enlarged by Maspero’s discoveries 
during the last years, but we have not come any 
noai’cr to the original sources of Egyptian civilisation. 
Our knowledge does not reach beyond Menes, who 
governed a fully organised kingdom. The religion 
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dlso of the oldest periods was quite complete) at least 
we find there almost all the elements of religious 
thought, but we cannot discover their beginnings. 
Everything, even architecture and plastic art, is 
already so fully developed that we must look for a 
more ancient antiquity, and that is entirely with- 
drawn from our sight.’ 

Under these circumstances a compai-ativo study of 
religions can alone throw light on those periods in 
the development of the Egyptian religion which lie 
confessedly beyond the earliest monuments. Though 
we cannot admit a common historical ground from 
which the religions of Egypt and India branched oft’, 
we can admit a common human foundation in which 
they had their deepest roots. Even if the Veda did 
not allow us an insight into the workings of the 
Indian mind which produced, for instance, that strange 
syncretism of a terrestrial, celestial, and atmospheric 
Agni, the mere fact that the same puzzle presented 
itself to the Indians and to the Egyptians would lead 
us to look for a common cause, simply in their com- 
mon human nature, and thus facilitate the solution 
of the riddle. But if in India we still find the key 
left, as it were, in the look, we have a perfect right 
to try whether the same key will not turn the bolts 
in the Egyptian lock. If it does, we have done all 
that we can do. If we have not perfect certainty, wo 
have at all events high probability that the problem 
can be, and has been successfully solved in Egypt as 
well as in India. I quote once more from M. Chantepie 
de la Saussaye : ‘ We first draw attention,’ he writes 
(§ 49), * to the general identification of the gods with 
one another. We perceive at once how impossible it 
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is to distinguish from each other the attributes of the 
individual gods or the spheres of their activity. From 
this arises the assertion made by many Egyptologists 
that fundamentally the Egyptian gods aU meant the 
same thing; the gods represented the sun, the god- 
desses the mothers or something else. This is most 
certainly not the case. But at a very early date the 
gods were almost aU represented as being gods of 
light. Hence the combined names of Amon-Ea, Ea- 
Oairis, and many more. This is the reason why it is 
so diiBoult to fathom the nature of the gods from the 
texts. Oi'iginally Ptah was probably not a sun-god. 
Still he is most distinctly called the sun-disc. The 
fact that Set appears in the boat of the sun, does not 
determine his original nature.’ All this, as we saw 
before, would be applicable to the Vedio religion as 
well as to the religion of Egypt. Let us now con- 
sider some individual gods in Egypt that show some 
similarity with Agni. 


When we read the account given, for instance, of 
Ea, we almost imagine that we are reading an account 
of Agni, in his character as sun-god. Nearly aU the 
gods are identified with Ea. He is the sun-god, the 
creator and ruler of the world. He daily conquers his 
enemies, particularly the dark cloud-serpent Apep 
(Sk. Ahi). His nearest relatives ai’e Shu and Tefnut, 
the children of the sun (Asvinau, divo nap8,tau). Ea 
is identified with Tmu, the setting sun (Yama), and 
with Harmachis, the daily sun travelling from East 
to West (Vishnu). 
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Osiris. 

In Osiris, again, most Egyptian soholars have nov" 
discovered a solar deity. He is the oldest child of 
Seh, goddess of the eaa-th (Pi-ithivi), and Nut, goddess 
of heaven (Dyaus). He is married to his sister Isis 
(Yama and Yami^), killed by his brother Set, but 
avenged by his son Horns. Osiris becomes lord of 
the lower world and judge of the dead (Yuma) ; and 
his worshippers look forward after death to admission 
into his kingdom. As Agni is Yama and Yarns Agni, 
so Ea is called the soul of Osiris, Osu'is the soul of 
Ea (1. c., § 47). 

Ptah. 

Another Egyptian deity, Ptah (the opener?), is 
often identified with Osiris. Both ai’e represented in 
the form of mummies, and like Osiris, Ptah also is 
invoked in the end as the creator of heaven, of earth, 
and of man. Ptah represents, in fact, another phase 
of the sun, the sun that has set and become invisible 
but that returns again at the end of the night, or at 
the end of winter 

And while Ptah thus receives light from Agni, 
both being the light by night as distinguished from 
the sun, the light by day, Ptah also reflects light on 
Agni, at least in one of his special developments. 

Wo saw how Agni, the sacrificial fii'e, was not only 
used by the priest as a means of conveying offering to 
the gods, but was very soon, by a very natoal transition 

' On a ouvions coincidence botweon the twins Yama and Yami, 
and the twine Yame and Yama in Peru, see Brinton, Mytht qf tlie 
JUm World, p, 165. 

’ Bmgech, Eeligim dar alien Aef/ypier, p. 287. 
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of thought, conceived as himself a pi-iest. In a very 
HiTni1a.r manner, the fire which was used by the smith 
for melting metal and fashioning it into tools and 
weapons, was likewise conceived as himself a smith 
and an artificer. We see this change very clearly 
in the Greek Hephaestos, in the Roman Vulcan, and 
in the Egyptian Ptah. For Ptah is not only the 
nocturnal sun, Ptah is the former and artificer, the 
woi’kor of metals from gold to iron he is the lord 
of artists, and to him is naturally ascribed the forging 
of the vault of heaven and of the sun. By another 
(1. o., p. 512) step ha advances to the dignity of a 
maker of the world, father of the beginnings, creator 
of the egg, and father of the gods. Nay, like Agni, he 
is said to have generated himself (p. 514). 


STBBUn' in tbe Veda. 

A similar concatenation of ideas seems to have led 
to the conception of a Vedio deity, otherwise difficult 
to explain, namely Tvashiri. Tvashfri means the 
artificer, the maker and shaper, but it is clear that 
originally this name belonged to Agni. In some of 
the Vedio hymns Tvashtri is still used as a synonym 
of Agni (I. 95, 2 ; 5) ; in others he is identified with 
Savitrt visvarfipa, the sun of many forms (III. 55, 19 ; 
X, 10, 6). His character in the Veda is by no means 
coherent and intelligible, but if w'e admit Agni, the 
solar fire, as his foundation, we can account for his 
more special character as the fire applied to every 
kind of workmanship, as the forger of the thunderbolt, 
the maker of the sky, and lastly, as the creator of the 


‘ Brugseh, 1. c., p. 608. 
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whole world (V&gf. Samh. XXIX. 9). and the giver of 
life (Ev. X. 18, 6). In the end, his original character 
as Agni was so entirely foj^otten that in one passage 
Tvashiri is actually represented as having fashioned 
Agni also (Rv. X. 46, 9). 

But though the Egyptian Ptah explains some 
characteristic features in the Vedic Tvashin, there 
is much that still remains mysterious in the legends 
told about this Indian Hephaestos, particularly the 
marriage of his daughter (Saranyh), and the murder 
of his three-headed son, Visvarftpa (X. 10, 5 ; X. 8, 9). 

71re In CIreeas, BepbaestOB. 

If now we turn our eyes from Egypt to Greece and 
Rome, we find hardly anything for which we are not 
fully prepared. Anything like pyrolatry or worship 
of fire, as a mere element, is foreign to the character 
of the Greeks. All their gods had become thoroughly 
personal and almost human long before we know 
anything about them. Hence, though we can discover 
an elementai’y background in Hephaestos, his per- 
sonal character preponderates so decidedly that it has 
almost obliterated every trace of his origin. According 
to Homer (II. i. 577 ; Od. viii. 312), Hephaestos was 
the son of Zeus and Hera, just as Agni was the 
son of Dyaus and of the waters. These waters repi’e- 
sented not only the 'clouds, but the whole bright 
atmosphere, whei'e fire, as light or lightning, was sup- 
posed to dwell. Here ("Hpri) corresponds to a Sanskrit 
fonn *SvS,ra, a feminine of Svar, sky, from which 
also ’'HAios, the sun. Here, though recognised as the 
principal wife of Zeus, represented but one out of the 
.^many phenomena of nature with which Zeus, the 
(2) R 
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highest god of heaven, was supposed to have produced 
offspring. We have only to remember that in the 
Veda Dyaus was often assigned to Agni as his father, 
and the waters and the dawn as his mothers in order 
to understand the Homeric conception that'Hephaestos 
was the child of Zeus and Here. The idea that 
Hephaestos had no father, but that Here, out of spite, 
brought him forth by herself, as Zeus had given 
birth by himself to Athene, is but one of the many 
half-poetical, half- philosophical, and often purely 
imaginative expansions of mythology which abound 
in Greece more than anywhere else. The statue of 
Here, mentioned by Herodotus (vi. 82), which repre- 
sented her as emitting fire from her breast, is the 
truest image of her as the bright atmosphere, sending 
forth lightning from the clouds. As Agni is often 
called the child of the watera, without any mention 
of a father, Hephaestos may possibly, in that sense 
also, have been called the ofepring of Here. Even the 
lameness of Hephaestos may find its explanation in 
the fact that Agni in the Veda is called footless 
(apM), and that his movement is unsteady and 
vacillating. The violent catastrophe when Zeus hurls 
Hephaestos from the sky, is again a mythological 
rendering of Zeus hurling his thunderbolt upon the 
earth, while the myth that it took Hephaestos a whole 
day to fail from the sky to the earth, and that he 
touched the island of Lemnos with the setting sun, 
may contain a recollection of the identity of Agni, as 


' It is true that Dyavft-prithivyeu, Heaven: and Earth, are often 
mentioned aa the parents of Agni, but thia would not juatify ua in 
taking Here, with Weloker (GSHoWtre, i. p, 363), aa originally a god- 
deas of the earth. 
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lightning, with Agni, as the setting sun. Even the 
hiding of Hephaestos during nine years may be a faint 
echo of the many stories told in the Yeda of Agni 
wishing to absent himself and hiding in the waters 
(cf. II. xviii. 398). In the mind of Homer, however, the 
elementary antecedents of Hephaestos exist no longer. 
With him he is the crafty smith or carpenter or ai'tist, 
and it is difficult to say whether Charis or Aphrodite 
was assigned to him as his wife, because originally 
she represented the Dawn, or whether this myth was 
merely intended to indicate the grace and charm of 
the art of Hephaestos. 

The name of "li^atffros is difficult to explain. I 
thought^ it might be traced back to the Vedic 
yivishfAa, a constant epithet of Agni, meaning the 
youngest, or the always young. Thus we read, 
Rv. n. 4, 6 : 

gagvarvtLa yih mabur S yuvS bhiit. 

' Agni, when he hnd grown old, became always young again. 

Rv. I. 144, 4 : 

dM uil nOktiun pslitdA ydra oj/ani, 

‘ By night, as by day, haying become grey, he was born young.' 

But there are phonetic difficulties, as I pointed out, 
which make this derivation doubtful 

* Kuhn’s Zeitschrifi, xyiii. 

° Ihe question is whether Hephaistos is tlie original fonn, or 
'E^iffTor, "EnhTBS, i.e. 'Splarm (Welcker, Oriech. Qutterltim, 1. p. 
eeS). ’EtficoTios might have been meant for ciri or vfhs ran iar'uus. 
But in that ease we should have to admit two names, as ‘H^iaTo; 
could not bo a corruption of 'E^orior. It should bo remembered 
also that an earthenware image of Hephaestos, which in Athens 
stood near every hearth, was c^led ImornTijs. Aristoph. Avos, 43li. 
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Pire In Italy, VnloanuB. 

The deity wMch in Italy corresponds to the Greek 
Hephaestos and the Vedie Agni is Vulcanua, His 
name is very clear. It is connected with Sk. ulkS., a 
firebrand, a meteor. This word occurs in the Kig- 
veda IV. 4, 2 : 

liaumditn/i vi arina. vlahvak ulk({/i. 

‘ UnfottQi-ed scatter about thy sparks.' 

The fuller form of ulk& would be *varkll, instead 
of which we find vdrfcas, light, lustre, vigour. 

Rv. in. 22. 2 : 

Agae yiit to divi viirJcafc pWthivySm 
yit dshadhishu apsu ^ yafratra, 
ycna antiiriksham uru Atatiintha 
tvcshdh silh bhknu/i arnavilA nWftdksha/t. 

* 0 Agni, the lustre which is thine in hoavon, in earth, in plants, 
and in the waters, 0 worshipful, wherewith thou host stretched out 
the sky wide, that light Is brilliant, waring, all-seeing.' 

Vulcan was therefore a god of fire, but in Italy he 
became pre-eminently the representative of subter- 
raneous or volcanic fire, and then, possibly by Greek 
infiuence, the clever craftsman. 

Philosophiciil Aspects of Plre In Qxeeoe. 

But while in the Greek and Roman religious 
mythology the representatives of fire occupy a rather 
subordinate place as compared with the position 
assigned to fire in India and Persia, in Egypt and 
Babylon, we find that in Greece the concept of fire led 
from very early times to philosophical speculation. It 
is a mistake to draw a very sharp line of demarcation 
in ancient times between religion and philosophy. 
The religious sentiments of the Greeks, or, at least, 
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of the more thoughtful amoug the Greeks, were 
far more profoundly swayed by the teachings of 
Thales, Pythagoras, and Herakleitos than by the 
Homeric poems. It is too often forgotten that 
Herakleitos considered himself a far higher authority 
on religion than Homer, whose theology he stigmatised 
as flippant infldelity while Pythagoras declared that 
he saw (and, no doubt, ha wished to see) the soul of 
Homer in Hades hanging on a tree and surrounded by 
serpents, as a punishment for the unseemly things 
which he had said of the gods. 

There ceidiainly is more of what we mean by re- 
ligion in Herakleitos than in Homer, and I believe 
that our right appreciation of early Greek philoso- 
phers has. been much impeded by our forgetting that 
those early philosophers were religious even more 
than philosophical teachers. Even Aristotle (Metaph. 
i. 8), to whom most of us owe our first acquaintance 
with the ancient sages of Greece, treats them far too 
much as mere philosophers, and discusses their doc- 
trines, as Hegel did in later times, far too much from 
his own philosophioal point of view 

TlLe nre of BeraUeltOB. 

With Herakleitos fire, the wDp delfcoov, or aliivLov, 
the ever-living or immortal fire, was not merely an 
dpx^ in the Aristotelian sense of the word, or what 
we call one of the four elements. It was the primor- 
dial being, the origin of all things, a higher concep- 
tion than that of the gods of the populace whom 
Herakleitos tolerated, though he did not believe in 

* Lecturee an the Sciencs 0 / Language, vol. ii. p. 424. 

® Oladiach, Lie Yorsokratischa FhUos<gihie, in Jakrb, fUr Klaee. Pkilc^it, 
im, p. 721. 
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them. * Neither one of the gods, he deolai-es nor of 
men has made this world, the same for all, but it 
always was and will be, ever-living fire, catching forms 
and consuming them.’ When Herakleitos used the 
word fire, we should now probably use motion, w'armth, 
or life. In one place he actually used icepavros, light- 
ning; instead of irCp, when he declares that lightning 
rules everything, 8e nivTa olaKiCei- Kfpavv6s. From 
another of his sayings it seems clear that he recognises 
his fire in the sun also, though he speaks of it as never 
.setting. ‘ For how,’ he says, ‘ could anybody hide 
himself from that which never sets V 


Zoxoastajr. 

Thei’e is no doubt a distant similarity between the 
eternal fire of Herakleitos and the fii-e as conceived by 
the followers of Zoroaster. But the dissimilarities are 
far greater than the similarities, and the idea ad- 
vanced by certain historians of Greek philosophy, 
particularly by Gladisch*, that Herakleitos boiTOwed 
his opinions from the Persians, is uncalled for, and 
unsupported by any historical evidence. What was 
possible in Persia was possible in Greece, and the 
idea that fire was the beginning of all things, is no 
more opposed to Greek ideas than the teaching of 
Thales or that of Anaximenes that water or air were 
the beginniugs of all things, 

rixe asA Water In tlt« Br&limanAs. 

We find the same ideas in the Vedic Brahmanas 
also, but we should not therefore say that Herakleitos 

* Zeller, Die PhUoe<^hie dor Chiec/ien, vol. i. p. 637. 

* Herakieitoa md Zmimatar, 1869. 
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borrowed Ms ideas from India. In. the Bra,hmanas 
we read that in the beginning there was water, or 
there was fire, or there was Brahman, or there was 
being and not-being. Thus the Taittiriya-Sainhitt\ 

VH. 1, 5, 1 says; Apo vS idam 4gre salildm ftsit, 
tdsmin prap^tpatir vdytlr bhfitva»fcarat. ‘In the be- 
ginning this (world) was water, the sea, and Pruffli- 
pati, the Lord of creation, moved on it, having become 
wind.’ How like this is to the language of Genesis, 
‘ And the Spirit of God moved on the face of the 
waters ’ — and yet, who would say that the writer of 
Genesis borrowed from the Taittiriya-Sa7?ihitfi., or 
vice versd ? 

In other cosmogonic accounts which we find scat- 
tered about in the BiAhmawas, the old cosmogony has 
generally been modified into some kind of emanation 
from, or creation by Brahman or Pragfdpati, the Lord 
of creatures. But when we leave out this first link. 
Brahman or Prag^dpati, we find a large number of 
cosmogonic theories, probably much older than the 
BrS,hmaTias, and older than the first conception of 
such abstract deities as Brahman or PrapS.pati. In 
some passages it seemed as if it hod not been quite 
forgotten that the place which was assigned to 
Bi’^man and Pragslpati was originally held by Agni. 
We read, for instance, in the ^Satapatha-BrS.hmaTia 

VI. 1, 1, 6 : 

Sa yah sa puntaho/i Prajapatir abhavad, ayam ova sa yoiyoiii 
Agnis fttyato, 

‘ He who became Proj/Spati is the same as Agni, kindled on the 
lioarth.’ 

But, as a rule. Brahman or Pragapati comes first, 
and afterwards fire and water and all the rest. In tlie 
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attributes. It moves and devours like a living thing ; 
it purifies and bums all that is foul ; and it is through 
the fire upon the altar — ^the representative of the fh'e 
upon the hearth— that the savour of the burnt sacri- 
fice ascends to the gods in heaven. Fire is itself a 
messenger from above. It comes to us from the sky 
in the lightning flash, and we feel it in the rays of 
the noontide sun. The Fire-god tended therefore to 
become on the one side the messenger and interme- 
diary between gods and men, and on the other side, 
the Sun-god himself.’ 

You see in this description of the Fire-god in 
Babylon the exact counterpart of Agni in the Veda. 
But there is in this case also this great difference, that 
while we see in Babylon the last results only, we can 
watch in India the whole course of development from 
the first perception of a binning log to the highest 
concept of a Supreme Being. We should never say 
that in the Veda fire had been endowed with divine 
attributes, because that would presuppose the very 
thing which we want to explain. What we learn 
from the Veda is the very evolution of these divine 
attributes arising from the ever- varying concepts of 
fire and of similar, both natural and supernatural, phe- 
nomena. VTien we once have MTived at a Fire-god, 
and a Lightning-god, and a Sun-god, our task is really 
done. Our fli'st chapter ends with the Fire-god, the 
Lightning-god, and the Sun-god. It begins with fire, 
lightning, and sun. 

lElie True Aatiqvltjr of tbe ToAo. 

This is what imparts to the Veda its unique cha- 
racter among the historical monuments of the old 
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world. Tradition assigns to tlie Sacred Books of 
China an enormous antiquity, and the students of 
Babylonian and Egyptian antiquities claim without 
hesitation for the earliest written relics of these two 
countries a date far beyond that which we assign to 
the Veda. But though more modern, if we measure 
antiquity by the revolutions of the heavenly bodies, 
the Veda is far more ancient than anything in China, 
Babylon, or Egypt, when we measure antiquity by 
the evolution of ideas. If we found the Veda to have 
been the composition of the inhabitants of an unknown 
island, and to be not older than the last century, its 
value for our studies, the analysis of religious ideas, 
would be but little impaired. India was a kind of 
unknown island in the ancient history of the world, 
its anoint literature was thoroughly autochthonous, 
its earliest religion untouched by any foreign influ- 
ence. All attempts at discovering Semitic or Egyptian 
influences in the ancient, that is, in the Vedic literature 
of India, have totally failed, and at the present mo- 
ment to attempt to derive the ideas of the Veda from 
Babylon or Egypt would be as hopeless as former 
attempts to derive Sanskrit from Hebrew or from the 
language of the pyramids. The trunklines of ancient 
language, thought, and religion are sufficiently well 
known by this time to enable us to declare certain 
crossings as impossible, and there is no scholar now 
living who would venture to say that the ancient 
lines of Indian religion could have been crossed by 
trains of thought which started from China, from 
Babylon, or from Egypt. 



LECTURE XI. 

THE MYTHOLOGICAL DEVELOPMENT OE AGNI. 

Tales about Agnl. 

A fter Laving examined the religious and philo- 
. Bophioal aspects which the concept of Fire as- 
sumed in India and elsewhere, we have now to consider 
what are called its purely mythological aspects. The 
line of demarcation between religion, philosophy, and 
mythology seems often very arbitrary, for the same 
statements about such a being as Agni may convey 
to one mind a religious, to another a philosophic^ 
lesson, while to the people at large they may be no 
more than a simple tale, a legend, or a myth. We 
may, of course, distinguish between a tale, a legend, 
and a myth, and many more or less artificial defini- 
tions have been given of each of these terms. 

In a general way, however, these names are given 
to ancient traditions which have neither a religious 
nor a philosophical purpose, but simply relate more 
or less imaginary events. The number of such myths 
is very considerable, and they often vary, as you 
know, from the sublime to the ridiculous. There are 
but few actual tales to bo found in the hymns of the 
Rig-veda, but we can discover here and there some 
of the elements out of which later tales were formed. 
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If we remember that Agni represented the light of 
the sun, we can easily understand why he should 
have been called the son of Dyaus, the sky (X. 45, 8) ; 
or of heaven and earth (III. 25, 1), or of the Dawn 
(VII. 78, 3), or of the clouds (X. 2, 7) ; while, if he 
was the flash of lightning, it might truly he said of 
him that Indra generated him from two clouds as 
from two flints (II. 12, 3). And when Agni was ob- 
tained by the friction of two fire-sticks, these were 
naturally called his parents. One of these fire- 
sticks, the lower one, was called his mother; the 
other, his father. It might now he said that Agni 
was the child of these two pieces of wood, the two 
araixis, and thus we can understand why he was 
called dvimS,M, having two mothers (Rv. I. 31, 2), 
or 'the son of the trees’ (sfinii/t vfoaspdtinfi-m, 
Yin. 23, 25). But when we are told that Agni, 
as soon as bom, devoured his father and mother 
(Rv. X. 79, 4), we have mally an incipient myth. 
Agni lent himself less to mythological treatment, 
because his name remained always intelligible. It 
is always the ancient names which are no longer 
understood that produce the richest mythological 
growth. 

EnhemeTlstlo explanations of Uythology. 

StiU, such a statement, as that a child eats his 
own father and mother, is startling enough to take its 
place among mythological stories. If such a story, 
instead of being told of Agni, were told of Angiras, 
another, but no longer an understood name of fire, we 
should have had at once one of those myths which 
have formed such stumbling-blocks for Mr. Herbert 
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Spencer and other etudente of ethnology. These 
philosophers wish to account for everything in the 
development of the human race rationalistically. They 
want to discover a reason for these unspeakable 
atrocities of which the gods and heroes, even of such 
progressive races as the Indians, the Greeks, Romans, 
and Teutons, are believed to have been guilty. Their 
way out of the difficulty is certainly very ingenious 
and very simple; but is it supported by any evi- 
dence? First of aU, they tell us that they see no 
reason why such names as Fire, or Sun, or Dawn 
should not be accepted as names of real individuals 
who lived a long time ago. They show that among 
the Karens certain peopldwere called Evening, Moon- 
rising, &c. ; that a Tasmanian lady was called Sun- 
shine ; and that, among Australians, names like Hail, 
Thunder, and Wind are by no means uncommon’. 
They prove, from modern Post-Office Directories, that 
even now some people are called Fire, Dawn, and Sun. 
As to the atrocities ascribed to these individuals, they 
recognise in them what they call survivals {tfher- 
Ueihsel) of an earlier savage and half-brutal state, 
when the ancestors of the Hindus, Greeks, Romans, 
and Teutons were reaUy capable of eating their 
parents, like Agni, or 1^. Fire, or of eating their 
children, like Kronos, or Mr. Time. I am not ex- 
aggerating, I am only abbreviating, and therefore, 

^ H. Spencer, >Socioio(;^,pp, 301-2. 'The initial atep in the genesis 
ef such s myth would bo the ^stenoe of human beings ntimecl 
Storm and Sunshine. From the confusion inevitably arising in 
tradition betwoen them and the natural agents having the same 
names, would result the personalising of these natural agents, and 
the ascribing to tliom human origins and human adventures ; the 
legend, once having thus germinated, being, in successive genera- 
tions, elaborated and moulded into fitness with the phenomena.' 
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pei'liaps, representing the theories of Mr. Herbert 
Spencer ajid other Euhemerists in a too naked, and 
therefore in a less persuasive and attractive form. 

Of course, when we aj.'e carried off into prehistoric 
times, it is very difficult for us to prove a negative. 
We cannot prove that there never lived a Mr. Sun 
and a Mias Dawn, that this Mr. Sun never embraced 
Mias Dawn, and that aiie never fainted away or died 
in his embraces. There may have been a Mr. Fire, 
and he may have eaten his father and mother, and, as 
the Egyptians say, he may actually have died of 
indigestion. 

But, on the other hand, scholars and historians have 
a perfect right to say that it will be time to consider 
these theories when all other theories have failed, and 
that in the meantime the h is torical footprints of lan- 
guage ought not to be neglected, but should be inter- 
preted as all other vestiges of creation have been 
intei'preted. If we hear of Ushas expiring in the em- 
braces of Sftrya, we caimot forget that Ushas meant 
the dawn, and Surya the sun, and that, as a matter of 
fact, the dawn docs expire every moiming in the fieiy 
embraces of the sun. If we read of Agni devouring 
his two parents, we cannot forget that Agni means 
fire, that his two parents are the two Aranis or fire- 
sticks, and that, as a matter of fact, the fire, when 
produced by rubbing, and nursed into flames, is apt 
to consume the fire-sticks that have given him life. 
I cannot even make that small concession, which I 
to! told I ought to make, namely, that the fact of the 
Greeks accepting such atrocities as possible, proves 
that once, in prehistoric times, they committed them 
themselves. The ancient Aryas may formerly have 
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eaten their parents, if Mr. Herbert Spencer can prove 
it ; but the fact that they believed Agni to have been 
guilty of this breach of filial piety does not prove 
it, to my mind, any more than the unnatural treat- 
ment of his divine children by Kronos could persuade 
me that the earliest Greeks were in the habit of 
swallowing their ohildi’en, and, what would even 
then, on the theory of survivals, remain inexplicable, 
that they were able to bring them up again, apparently 
intact. 

I quite feel the power of the objections so often 
raised by anthropologists against the historical and 
linguistic explanations of these tei'rible myths. It 
has been said again and again, and apparently with 
a great deal of justice, that it would seem passing 
strange that the ancient Ai’yas should have spent 
their time in relating these strange, sometimes absui-d 
and impossible, sometimes sublime and significant 
stories, if there had been no foundation whatever for 
them in fact. But, after all, we must take man as 
we find him. Thus, it would have seemed at first 
sight very unlikely that betting and gambling, which 
have lately been held up as the vices of modern 
society, should have belonged to the earliest amuse- 
ments of man in the most distant parts . of the world. 
Yet there can be no doubt that it was so. You 
remember how so ancient a philosopher as Herakleitos 
explains the government of the world by Zeus throw- 
ing dice ^ ; and it is curious that Herakleitos himself 
is reported to have been fond of that game. At all 
events, the game was knowir. Still stranger it is that, 
in the hymns of the Eig-veda, we should meet with a 
* Zeller, Die Fhilosophie Uer Griechen, vol. i. p, 63S. 
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hymn, which I read to you in one of my former 
lectures, containing the despairing utterances of a 
gambler (X. 34), who accuses the dice of having 
ruined the happiness of his home by their irresistible 
attraction. Many critics would appeal to such a 
hymn as showing how advanced and how modem 
a state of society is presupposed in the Veda. But 
to the true critic it only conveys the lesson that our 
ideas of what primitive life was like, must submit to 
be corrected by facts. The epic poetry of India may 
almost be said to be built up on the passion for gam- 
bling, and we know how strongly addicted uncivilised 
races are, even now, to this ingrained vice of poor 
humanity. 


Ancient Biddles. 

If we study the tastes of the people as we find them 
represented to us in the Veda, there is one peculiar 
feature which may help to explain the liking for 
wonderful mythological stories, such as we find 
among the Aryas in India and in other ports of the 
world. This is their fondness for riddles. I have 
never dwelt on this before, because it might seem 
that riddles also were the amusement of our modern 
drawing-rooms rather than of the primitive huts of 
the Aryan conquerors of the world. But, as one out 
of many elements contributing to the rank gi'owth of 
mythology, and as a very important element, I think 
it ought to be more carefully considei’ed than it has 
been hitherto. 

After the Aryas in India had once amved at the 
conception that fii-e was apt to consume the fire- 
sticks, or that Agni had eaten his father and mother, 
( 2 ) s 
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they seem to have amused themselves by asking such 
questions as, Who eats his own parents ? The answers 
given would then enter upon many details, more or 
less fax-fetched, and the question would continue to 
be asked between old and young people, just as we 
ask our children to guess such riddles as : 

‘ A flock of white sheep 
On a red hill, 

Hera they go, tliero they go, 

Now they stand still 

Or again : 

‘ Old Mother Twitohett had but one eye. 

And a long tail which she let fly ; 

And ovary time she went over a gap. 

She left a bit of her tail in a trap,’ 

This may be matched by the Mexican riddle : 

‘ What goes through a valley and drags its entrails 
behind ? ’ (A needle.) 

Fire lent itself particularly well to the formation of 
riddles. Thus we find among the Zulus the following 
idddle, published by Bishop Callaway at the end of 
his Zulu Nursery Tales 

‘ Guess ye a man whom men do not like to laugh, 
for it is known that his laughter is a very great evil, 
and is followed by lamentation, and an end of re- 
joicing. Men weep, and trees, and grass ; and every- 
thing is heard weeping in the tribe where he laughs ; 
and they say the man has laughed who does not 
usually laugh.’ 

This is a very elaborate riddle, and the solution is 
even more elaborate. What is meant is fire, and the 

* See M. Di Martino, Enigmea PqpiUaires Sidlimnes, 1878, p. 9. 

* Ifttrsery Tales a/ the Zulus, by the Rev. Canon Callaway. Natal, 
1868, p. 366. Taylor, Primitive CuKure, vol. i. p. 81. 
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laughing of fire is intended for its crackling, cackling 
sound, not without a certain admixture of a mis- 
chievous grin. 

This is how the Zulu solves his riddle: ‘Fire is 
called a man that what is said may not be at once 
evident, it being concealed hy the word “ man.” A 
riddle is good when it is not discernible at once. It 
is not liked that the fire, even indoors where it is 
kindled, should cause its sparks (its laughter) to start 
out and fall on the fiour clothes. The owner [of them] 
cries because it burns, and when he sees a hole in it, 
he oi’ies again. Or if food is cooked, if the fire i.s 
large, the pot may be burned hy the fiin, and the pot 
bum the food. So the man, that is the fii-e, laughs, 
and the people cry. Again, if a spark is oast into the 
thatch of a hut, it is seen by the fire. All the men 
wilt come together when the flame of the fire appeal's, 
and bums the house with the things which are in it, 
and there is a great crying. The goats are burnt, and 
the calves, and the children. (Remark, the children 
come last.) The cows cry for their calves ; men cry 
for their goats ; the wife and husband cry for their 
children. The children cry for their father who has 
been burnt wlulsb fetching precious things from the 
burning house, and the house fell in on him. The 
husband cries for the wife who was burnt when fetch- 
ing her child from the burning house. The trees cry, 
crying for their beauty which is destroj'cd by the 
fire, the trees being shrivelled and withered. And 
the cattle cry, crying for the grass, because they have 
no longer anjrthing to eai^ but are dying of famine. 
This is the laughing of fire.’ 

This taste for riddles was very widely spread, and 
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most of them are so simple that we should hardly 
call them riddles. You remember Samson’s riddle — 
‘Out of the eater came forth meat, and out of the 
strong came forth sweetness.’ No one could possibly 
guess such a riddle, least of all the Philistines, unless 
they had indeed ploughed with Samson’s heifer. 

The riddle of the Sphinx has more of the character 
of an old riddle, being descriptive rather than in any 
way deceptive. ‘ What has a voice and walks on four 
legs in the morning, on two at noon, and on three in 
the evening?’ 

To the same class belongs the well-known Greek 
riddle about Day and Night; 

Eiir! uaatyvrjTai SiTTOi, Siv ^ /tia tIkth 

Ti/r iripav, airl) TtxoOir’ inri r^aSe TewoOrai. 

‘ Tliei'o ai-e two slaters of whom the one bears the other ; and. she 
who bears the other is borae by her.’ 

That the taste for these riddles was old in India we 
see from such hymns as 1. 164 in the Rig-veda, which 
consists entirely of riddles, some of them so obscure 
that even Dr. Haug who wrote a learned essay on 
that hymn, could not solve them all. 

BzahmoSya. 

This asking and answering of riddles formed in 
fact an essenkal part of the amusements connected 
with the performance of the early sacrifices. It is 
called Brahmodya, which may have meant either 
simply the discourse or conversation of the Brlthmans, 
the priests, or a disooume on Brahman, the supreme 
being. 

* VetHecAe SiHAael/mgefi tinci R&theeli^ilche, in SitsmigalieHeMs der K9 h. 
iayr. Akwimie der Wissenachctfim, Bd, U. Hoft 8, 1875, 
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We find desci-iptions of these priestly discussions 
in the Vfiip'asaneyi-samhitfi, XXIIL 9-12; 45-62, 
and elsewhere. I shall translate some portions in 
order to give you an idea of the simple intellectual 
food that satisfied the taste of these ancient sages h 

The Brahman priest begins by asking the Hobv' 
priest : 

‘Who, you think, walks alone, and who is born 
again ? What is the medicine for cold ? What is the 
great vessel?’ 

The Hotri priest answers : ‘ The sun walks alone ; 
the moon is born again. Agni, fire, is the medicine 
for cold ; the earth is the gi’eat vessel.’ 

Here the riddles were easy to answer. But the 
next are more difllcult. 

The Hotn priest asks the Brahman priest : 

' What was the first thought ? What was the large 
bird ? Who was PilippilH, and who was PisangilS- ? ’ 

You see, these questions are perplexing. The 
Brahman priest, however, answers them as follows : 

‘ The sky,’ he says, ‘ Dyaus, was the first thought.’ 

Now there may be some very profound truth in 
this, It is conceivable that these Indian sages thought 
that the first human concept, as distinct from mere 
percepts, must have been the sky ; that the sky ex- 
cited the first wonderment, the first reflection, the 
first thought, and the fli-st name. But, as if this were 
too profound an interpretation, the commentator adds 
that by Dyaus or sky may here be meant the rain, 
and that it was rain, as an essential condition of life 
itself, that constituted the fii-st thought among men. 

1 Of. MaitrSyawl-sawhita III. 12, 18 ; Taitt.-samhila VII. 4, 18, 1 ; 
K&OtaU V. 4. 
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As to the largo bird, the priest answers that it was 
the horse. This may be so, but it seems more likely 
that in this place the large bird was meant originally 
as a name for the sun. 

The next questions are more difficult still. 

Pilippila is a word which occurs nowhere else, one 
of the, no doubt, very numerous class of words which 
existed in the spoken languages of India, but have 
found no place in their literature. The Brahman 
priest explains PilippM as meaning the earth, but 
the name which he uses for earth is again quite un- 
known elsewhere in that sense. Por avi, which is 
here supposed to mean eaiih, means otherwise sheep, 
and is the same word as Lat. ovis, Qr. ^'is, ouv eive. 
It seems to me not unlikely that avis was meant 
originally for a name of the morning or the dawn, 
which would then form a better pair with the next 
answer, What is PisangilS,’ ? This is answered, and 
probably rightly, by declaring that it was meant for 
the night. Pisanga in Sanskrit means dark red, and 
PisangilEl would therefore be an appropriate name for 
the gloaming‘s. 

Other riddles follow, but I shall only add one more, 
because it shows that philosophical subjects also were 
comprehended in these riddles. Thus in verse 51 the 
UdgSitri priest asks the Brahman priest : 

‘Into what did man (or the soul) enter? What 
things are placed in man? On that, 0 Brahman, wo 
challenge thee, what canst thou tell us here?’ 

‘ The Satapfttha Brfthmana XIU. 2, 0, 16 explains pilippila by 

Ai’i. Imppiiu'SEi. 

* In XXIII. 56, pljangilft is explained b}r apft, and offH ngaiu by 
M4yA, or night. 
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The Brahman priest answers: ‘Man has entered 
into the five, these five aie placed in man. Thus I 
answer thee here, thou art not above me in 
wisdom.’ 

‘ The five are meant for the five senses, the out- 
ward senses being those into which man has entered, 
the inwai'd senses those which are placed inside him. 
Simple as this conception is, you see that it involves 
a recognition of man, or the essential element in man, 
as independent of the five senses. Man had been 
conceived as something difierent from the seeing, 
healing, tasting, smelling, and feeling nnimnl , and 
that is a view which forms the firm foundation of all 
future idealistic philosophy. 

I feel convinced that this ancient and widely-spread 
taste for riddles has been a powerful element in the 
production of mythology, and that many strange 
features in the phenomena of nature were dwelt on 
and elaborated in order to amUse and puzzle people. 
After all, what subjects were there for conversation 
and intellectual amusement in those early days ? 
Bucolic subjects are soon exhausted, and even the 
weather, that never-failing topic, could not afford 
much more variety to conversation than it does now. 
Subjects for seusational novels would not abound in 
the simple idyllic life of the Aryan peasants, and even 
wars could Wdly have been more than raids and 
plunderings. What wonder then that what wo now 
call mythology, as unconnected with religion and 
philosophy, should have been so welcome an amuse- 
ment, and that the very eccentricities of. the ancient 
mythologies and the oddities of their early riddles 
.should have served to impress them on the minds of 
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successive generations, and thus have secured their 
perpetuity. 


The Disappearauoe of Agnl. 

Let us now consider another peculiar' feature of 
Agni or fire. Whether fire came from the sun, or from 
lightning, or from the friction of fire-sticks, there was 
always the same fatality about it. It came and it 
disappeared again. The fire in the sun disappeared 
at sunset, and no one knew what became of it in 
the water. Some people imagined they heard the sea 
hissing when the sun entered into it. Such is human 
imagination. The fire in the lightning disappeai'ed 
even more suddenly. It came and went, as we say, 
like lightning. Lastly, even the fib.'e produced by 
friction was difficult to catch, and unless constantly 
watched and kept alive by di-y leaves, sticks of wood, 
or by fat and oil poured on it, it was very apt to 
disappear. 

This disappearance of fii-e was a most serious matter', 
particularly when the art of rubbing it out of wood 
was not yet generally known, or pracstised in certain 
priestly families only. To be without fire meant not 
only to be unable to perform sacrifices, though that 
was serious enough in the eyes of the BrS,hmans ; in 
the northern regions of India it meant dying of cold 
and starvation. No wonder therefore that the dis- 
appearance of fire occupied the minds of the early 
myth-makers, or riddle-makers, or story-tellers, and 
that all possible reasons were invented to account for 
the flight o£ Agni. 



THE MYTHOLOGHOAIi DEVELOPMENT OE AGfNI, 265 


Dlalopae I3eti7aeu A{tixi and Vavnna. 

Ho-w old these stories must be, we may gather from 
the fact that in the hymns which ai-e generally free as 
yet from very elaborate legends, we find already a 
dialogue between Agni and another god, Varmia, who 
tries to persuade Agni to leave his hiding-place, and 
to return to men and gods. I shall give you a trans- 
lation of the hymn, though it belongs to that class 
which most Vedio students would look upon as com- 
paratively recent. (Rv. X. 61.) 

Varuiia speaks: 

‘That covering was great and stout, covered by 
which thou hast entered the watein. 0 Agni, all- 
knowing one, there is one god who often perceived 
all thy bodies.’ 

Agni replies : 

‘ Who saw me 1 What god was it who often espied 
my bodies 1 Where then, 0 Miti'a and Varuiia, dwelt 
all the brands of Agni which ascend to the gods ?’ 

Varuna: 

‘We often longed for ihee, all-knowing Agni, after 
thou hadst entei’ed the waters and the herbs. It was 
Yama, 0 brilliant one, that discovered thee, sparkling 
forth from ten coverings.’ 

Agni: 

‘ I went away from the sacrifice, 0 Varuma, fearing 
lest the gods should employ me there. Often have 
my bodies been hidden there. I, Agni, did not like 
that work.’ 

Varuna : 

‘ Come hither, the god-loving man desires to sacri- 
fice; thou dwellest in darkness long enough. Make 
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the ways to the gods easy, and carry the offering 
willingly.’ 

Agni: 

‘ The brothers of Agni have formerly accomplished 
that work, as a driver his journey. Therefore, 0 
Yarum, I went far away from fear, I trembled like 
a deer before the bowstring of the hunter.’ 

Yaruna : 

‘ We give thee a life that is without decay, so 
that thou shouldest not suffer, when employed, 0 
all-knowing Agni ; then wilt thou willingly carry the 
share of the oblation to the gods, O noble one.’ 

Agni; 

‘Give then to me alone the first and the last 
offerings, and the vigorous portions of the oblation, 
the best of the waters, and the soul of the herbs, and 
let the life of Agni be long.’ 

Yai'una: 

‘ Let the first and the last offerings belong to thee 
alone, and the vigorous portions of the oblation. May 
this whole sacrifice be thine, and may the fom’ regions 
bow before thee.’ 

I look upon this hynm, as I said before, as a later 
production. The concluding verses, more particularly, 
are such as we might expect in the BrMimarras rather 
than in the hymns. What I translated by ‘ the first 
and the last offerings,’ are really technical sacrificial 
terns (prayaya and anuy&gra), and probably put in, 
in order to explain why in certain sacrifices the fii'st 
and last offerings are always dedicated to Agni. 
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later Aoconnts of the KldlniT of Acpil, 

The kernel of this and other stories about the 
hiding of Agni was always the same: — Agni was 
apt to go out, and had to be called back by 
some means or other. Everything else was added 
according to the fancies of individual story-tellers, 
Thus we read in the Taittu-iya-sanibitd, II. 6, 6, 1 ^ : 
‘Agni had three elder brothers, who fainted while 
carrying oblations to the gods. Agni feared lest ho 
should incur the same fate, and accordingly he dis- 
appeared and entered into the watei-s. The gods 
sought to discover him. A fish pointed him out. 
Agni cursed the fish, saying, "Since thou hast pointed 
me out, may men slay thee, whenever they like.” 
Mon, in consequence, slay a fish at their pleasure, 
because it was cursed. The gods found Agni, and 
said to him, “ Come to us and bring us our oblations,” 
He replied, "Let me ask a favour. Let whatever 
part of the oblation, after it is taken and before it 
is poured out, falls outside of the sacred enclosure, 
be the share of my brothers.” ’ 

You see how the myth goes on grovs'ing and 
growing. Agni has now tlu’ee brothers, older than 
himself ; possibly the three fires from the sun, from 
the lighting, and from the fire-sticks. Or possibly, 
as having gone out in former sacrifices, they may 
have been called his elder brothers. We can easily 
understand why what had been spilt at the sacrifice 
was supposed to have been offered to these three 
elder brothers ; for, whatever had once been brought 
to the sacrifice, had to be assigned to some god or 
> Muir, 0. S. Texts, voL iv. p. 203. 
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other. Hence recipients had to be found even for 
what had been spilt, and the three invalided brothers 
of Agni seemed the proper recipients for these wasted 
offerings^. 

All this is mere refinement, due to priestly influence. 
What is new in this account is that, instead of being 
discovered by Yama, or, as we find it stated else- 
where, by Indra, X. 32, 6, Agni is here betrayed by a 
fish, and again, in other places, by a frog. These 
animals may possibly have been meant for the fii’st 
rays of the dawn, betraying the returning sun, but 
considering how much the further development of a 
myth was in the hands of any silly gi’andmother, and 
even of her grandchildren, we are hardly justified in 
our expectation that there must be some reason and 
some meaning in every particle of these stories. 

The story of the disappearance of Agni has evidently 
been a very popular one, and we find it referred to 
again and again in the epic poetry, and even in the 
latest PuxAixas, though with ever so many modifi- 
cations. It is through these modifications that the 
myth of the disappearance of Agni becomes so in- 
structive to us. The original idea, as we saw, was 
simple enough. It was no more than the recording of 
the painful fact that fire was apt to go out. Every- 
thing else was simply an attempt to answer the very 
natural questions. Why does fire go ouf? Whither 
does it go, and how has it been recovered ? 

' That there vras a superstitious feeling about the fragments of 
anything that Imd once formed part of a sacrifleo wo see again and 
again. Thus VasiahtAa (XI. 2'2-2S) quotes Kami that ‘both what 
remains (in the vessels) and the fragments (of the meal) are the 
portions of those membei-s of a family who died before receiving the 
savraments.’ They are not to be swept up before the sun has set. 
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We have already seen, one answer, why Agni hid 
himself. It was because ho was tired of having 
always to do duty at the saorifices. Another reason 
is given in the Mah^bhArata III. 231. Hero we read 
that Agni, having been used for burning corpses, felt 
contaminated and took refuge in the ocean. Atharvaii 
was sent by the gods to persuade him to return, but 
he declined, saying that he felt too weak to carry the 
oblations to- the gods, and that Atharvan might do it 
in his place. Agni then found another hiding-place, 
but was betrayed again by the fishes, whom he in 
consequence cursed and condemned to be eaten by 
other creatures^. When Atharvan urged him once 
more to return, he hid himself beneath the earth, and 
allowed Ins body to be dissolved. His liver, we arc 
told, became iron, his bile emerald, his phlegm crystal, 
his bones the DovadAm tree, and so on. While in that 
state, he was roused by the efforts of Bhj’igu, Anghas, 
and other’s. He blazed forth again, but frightened at 
the sight of Athax’van, he w'ent once more to hide in 
the ocean. Athar'van, however, succeeded at last in 
recovering Agni and persuading him to resume his 
sacrificial duties. 

Another explanation of Agni’s disappearance is that 
Bhrigu, a saint, cursed him for having spoken the 
truth. The fact is that this saint had deprived the 
giant Puloman of his bride, PulomS.. Puloman, on 
entei’ing the house of the saint to recover his bride, 
asks Agni, the fire burning on the hearth, whether 
she is not the giant’s legitimate bride. Agni, who 
cannot tell an untruth, speaks the truth, Puloman 

' At Homo iisUoa woro «icriEced to tho god of fliu ftt the Vol. 
canalia, Yorro, L. L. vl, 20; Plin. Ui. H, S. 
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carries off his bride, and the saint curses Agni to 
become a sarvahhaksha, an indiscriminate eater, 
a devourer of unclean as •well as clean things ; though 
he adds that his flames shall always purify everything. 
Upon this, Agni fled and hid himself in a £fami-tree. 
The whole world then seemed in danger of perishing 
during the absence of Agni, but Brihaspati leads the 
suppliant gods to the ^/ami-tree in which Agni was 
hidden, and at last persuades him to return, even 
though he must remain a sarvahhaksha, or a pro- 
miscuous feeder^. 

There are several other legends about Agni and his 
vanishings, and it is easy to see that there is a certain 
purpose in all of them. For instance, the idea that 
fire consumed all things, whether clean or unclean, 
would naturally stagger the mind of the Hindus, who 
were so particular, at all events in later times, as to 
what might or might not be eaten. Hence the story 
of the curse of the saint pronounced against Agni, and 
his condemnation to consume everything, whether 
dean or unclean. 

Agni’s hiding in a iSami-tree is likewise intelligible. 
It was from that tree tliat one of the fire-sticks had 
to he taken, and as fire came out of it by mere rub- 
bing, it was but a natural conclusion that Agni had 
been hiding in the tree. 

Why Agni was supposed to have been hiding in the 
water is likewise intelligible. First of all he seemed 
to rise and to set in the clouds, so far as he was 
embodied in the sun. Secondly, in the shape of 
lightning, he burst forth from the clouds and seemed 

'■ A similur story of Agni becoming leia’ous is told by Al-Birfmi 
(vol. ii. f • f 10) from the Yishnu-dluvrma. 



THE MYTHOLOGICAL DEVELOPMENT OP AONI. 271 


to be the cause of rain. Thirdly, it could not escape 
attention that the one element which was capable of 
overcoming fire was water, so that it might well bo 
said in that sense also that Agni had been hidden or 
extinguished by water. 

We see a similar idea expressed in a legend which 
tells us that Agni was once sent out to find Indra, 
who had been lost. When he returned from his voyage 
of discovery, 'he told the gods he had explored the 
whole world without finding Indra ; only the waters 
he could not explore, because he would perish there, 
for fii’e, he says, is born fi’cni water, and the power of 
fire ceases where it had its origin. 

Again, there is some sense in the story that Agni, 
when hidden in the earth, was changed into iron and 
other metals. It shows that the igneous origin of the 
metals had been guessed, and that traces of the action 
of volcanic fire had probably been discovered. 

Lastly, as fiiv was conceived as heat, and heat as 
life, the idea that Agni was hidden in all living being.?, 
and that even the growth and ripening of plants were 
dependent on his presence, was not unnatural. 

The ICeanlnff or Sy^onola of Hythology, 

What I wished to put clearly before you in this 
collection of mythologio sayings about Agni is this, 
that there are grains of reason in all that heap of 
um*eason which we call mythology. The constituent 
elements of mythology, when we can still discover 
them, arc always perfectly natural. Their super- 
natural appearance is the result of growth and decay, 
of fancy and fun, of misunderstanding, sometimes, 
though rarely, of a wilful perversion. This is what 
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Comparative Mythology teaches us. It depends on 
us to draw from it those practical lessons which com- 
parative studies will always convey, if only they are 
carried out in a truly philosophical and comprehensive 
spirit. 


nesBoua of Comparative Uytliolocry. 

There are two prejudices at all events which a 
comparative study of the religions of the world, and 
of the inevitable corruptions of those religions, may 
help to eradicate. The one is that the ancient dwellers 
on eaith were so different from us that they can teach 
us nothing, that they cannot ho judged by the same 
standai-ds as we ourselves, and that even if they say 
the same thing, they do not mean the same thing. 

The second prejudice, prevalent more particularly 
among a certain class of scholars, is that if poets and 
prophets, belonging to different countries, say the 
same thing, they must have hoiTowed it, one from the 
other. 

With regard to this second prejudice, where is there 
any excuse for it? We can see how most of the 
thoughts in the Veda have grown up naturally and 
intelligibly. I tried to show this in the case of Agni, 
or fire, and its gradual development into a god of fir6, 
and, at last, into a supreme god. If then we find the 
same development or the same final result elsewhei'e 
also, as, for instance, in Babylon, why should we say 
that Babylon has borrowed firom India, or India from 
Babylon? Surely what was possible in one country was 
possible in ^otW also 5 what was intelligible in India 
is intelligible in Babylon also. When there is a real 
historical intei’course between two nations in antiquity, 
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that intercourse cannot easily be mistaken. For 
instance, the very name of Alphabet proves better 
than anything else that the Phenicians were at one 
time the schoolmasters of the Greeks. But when, as 
in the case of the Veda, there is no trace, so far as we 
know at present, of any foreign influence, whether 
Semitic or Egj'ptian, why should we look to Babylon, 
Nineveh, Egypt, or China for the antecedents of what 
shows to us its perfect natural development on Indian 
soil? On our maps the Noi'th of India may seem 
very near to Babylon, yet it is a far cry from Loch 
Awe, and the roads from India to Babylon are even 
now by no means easy or pleasant. I know there are 
coincidences, sometimes very startling coincidences, 
between the religion of the Vedas and those of other 
races. There ai'e startling coincidences, as you have 
often heard of late, betweenBuddhism and Christianity. 
But to the scholar these coincidences are nothing as 
compared with the enormous dissimilarities between 
these religions. Thei'e are some stray coincidences 
even between Sanskrit and Hebrew, between English 
and Chinese, but what weight have these in the midst 
of a totally different body of words and grammar? 
This is a point that has strangely been neglected, 
though in the eyes of the scholar it is strong enough 
to make him unwilling to enter at all on such useless 
controversies. 

If I have tried to show you how the human mind, 
unassisted by anything but the miraculous revelation 
of nature, arrived in India from the concept of fire 
at the highest concept of deity, my object was to 
show by one instance that could not be gainsayed, 
that such a process was not only possible, but was 
la) T 



274 lECTUEE XI. 

I 

real. That is the only answer which the scholar can 
give to those who hold, for some reason which they 
have never explained, that it is impossible for unas- 
sisted human reason to arrive at the idea of God. 
But I hope that no one could have so far misunder- 
stood me as to suppose that 1 wished to maintain that 
all other Aryan nations had boiTowed their concept of 
deity from the hymns of the Veda, or from the concept 
of Agni. All I wished to prove was that what was 
real in the Veda was possible elsewhere also. There is 
a parallelism between the religions, as there is between 
the languages of the Aryan race, but the distant source 
from which these streams spring is not to be looked 
for in India. Yet there was such a source, and that 
source had a truly historical character. 

When, on the contrary, we find similarities between 
any of the Aryan and any of the Semitic religions, 
there is no common historical source for these pai'allel 
streams. Their only common source, so far as we 
know at present, is our common inwai'd nature, and 
that common outward nature by which we are sur- 
rounded. In all the lessons which the human mind 
learnt in that common school-room of the world, we 
share in the same truth, and we are exposed to the 
same errors, whether we are Aryan or Semitic or 
Egyptian in language and thought. Or, to put it in 
clearer language, in all the fundamentals of religion 
we are neither better nor worse than our neighbours, 
neither more wise nor more unwise than all the mem- 
bers, of that great family who have been taught to 
know themselves as children of one and the same 
Eather in Heaven. 

This is the lesson which nothing can teach so 
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powerfully as a comparative study of the religions 
of the world. It teaches by facts, not by theories, 
I must often be satisfied with placing before you the 
dry facts : but I have no doubt that these facts will 
speaJs: like texts, even without a sermon. 



LECTURE Xn. 


RELIGION, MYTH, AND CUSTOM. 

Dlfferenca lietwaen Ballglou and Uytlioloenr. 

I WAS anxious to explain to you in my last lecture 
how the same source which supplied the ancient 
world with religious concepts, produced also a number 
of ideas which cannot claim to be called religious in 
any sense, least of all in that which we ourselves 
connect with the name of religion. 

We saw how in the Veda the concept of Fire had 
been raised higher and higher, till at last it became 
synonymous with the Supreme Deity of the Vedio poets. 
But in the amorous vagaries oE Agni, as related in 
the later poetry of India, or in Greece in the mon- 
strous birth of Hephaestos, likewise a representative, 
or, as we sometimes say, likewise a god of fire, in his 
disgraceful ejection from the sky, in his marriage with 
Aphrodite, to say nothing of the painful denouement 
of that ill-judged union, there is very little of religion, 
very little of ‘the perception of the infinite under 
such manifestations as ora able to infiuence the moral 
conduct of man.’ 

These mythological stories are, no doubt, chips and 
splinters from the same block but of which many a 
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divine image has teen chiselled by the human mind, 
hut their character, theii’ origin and purpose are totally 
ditferent. This distinction, however, has not only been 
neglected, it seems often to have been wilfully ne- 
glected. Whenever it was necessaiy to criticise any 
of the non- Christian religions in a hostile spirit, 
these stories, the stories of "Venus and Vulcan and 
Mai’s, have constantly been quoted as showing the 
degraded character of ancient gods and heroes, and of 
pagan religion in general. 

This is most unfair. Neither does this mythological 
detritus, not to say rubbish, represent the essential 
elements of the religion of Greeks and Komans, nor 
did the ancients themselves believe that it did. We 
must remember that the ancient nations had really 
no word or concept as yet for religion in the compre- 
hensive sense which we attach to it. It would hardly 
be possible to ask the question in any of the ancient 
languages, or even in classical Greek, whether a belief 
in Hephaestos and Aphrodite constituted an article of 
religious faith. 

It is true that the ancients, as we call them rather 
promiscuously, had but one name for their gods, 
whether they meant Jupiter, the Deua Optivniu 
Maxivius, or Jupiter, the faithless husband of Juno. 
But when we speak of the ancients in general, we 
must not forget that we are speaking, not only of 
Homer and Hesiod, but likewise of men like Hera- 
kleitos, Aeschylos, and Plato. These ancient thinkers 
knew as well as we do that nothing unworthy of the 
gods could ever have been true of them, still less of 
the supreme God; and if they tolerated mythology 
and legends, those who thought at all about these 
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matters looked upon them as belonging to quite a 
different sphere of human interests. 

If we once understand how mythology and legends 
arose, how they represent an inevitable stage in the 
growth of ancient language and thought, we shall 
understand not only their outward connection with 
religious ideas, hut likewise their very essential 
difference. 


Seonlav Ideas become BeUglous. 

While on the one hand it is perfectly true that the 
sources of religion and mythology are conterminous, 
nay, that certain concepts which in their origin might 
be called religious wither away into mere mythology 
and romance, we shall see that it likewise happens, 
and by no means unfrequently, that ideas, at first 
entirely unconnected with religion, are attracted- into 
the sphere of religion, and assume a religious character 
in the course of time. This is an impox’tant subject, 
but beset with many difficulties. 

Of course, the deification of an animal, such as an 
Egyptian Apia, or the apotheosis of a human being, 
such as Romulus or the Emperor Augustus, presup- 
poses the previous existence in the human mind of 
the concept of divinity, a concept which, as we saw, 
required many generations for its elaboration. Again, 
the atti’ibution of a divine sanction bestowed either 
on customs or laws, presupposes a belief in something 
superhuman or divine. But, after a time, aU this is 
forgotten, and these later corruptions of religious 
thought are mixed up with the more primitive 
elements of religion in a hopeless confusion. 

Let us consider to-day a few instances of secular 
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customs being afterwards invested with a religious 
authority. 

Iilglittng and Eeeplng of Tire. 

When we remember how difficult it must have been 
in eaily times to light a fire at a moment’s notice, and 
what fearful consequences might follow if a whole 
community was left during the winter without a fire 
burning on the hearth, we require no far-fetched ex- 
planations for a number of time-hallowod customs 
connected with the lighting, and still more with the 
guarding of the fli'o. It was not necessary that every 
tribe which kept a sacred fire should have a belief in 
fire as a god, .as was the ease with the Vedic poets. 
Quite apart fi-om any deeper religious convictions, 
mere common sense would have led men in a primi- 
tive state of society to value any new discovery for 
striking fire and to adopt measures for preserving it, 
whether for private or for public use. If the Romans 
appointed vestal virgins to keep a fire always burning, 
the Damaras ^ in Africa did exactly the same. 

It is the custom, or it was till very lately, among 
Gennan peasants, for a man when he married and left 
his father’s house, to take a burning piece of wood 
from the pateimal home and to light with it the fire 
on his own hearth. Exactly the same is told us of 
many uncivilised races. Among the Damaras, for 
instance^ when a tribe migrated from one place to 
another, they took some bmning logs from the old to 
the new home. 

Nowhere, however, do we find this custom more 
fully described than in India. In the Vedic hymns 

^ E^viUe, JBeUgimm cles Peuplia twn-civiUs^, i, p. 144, 
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fire is the griha-pati, the lord of the house. A 
house was' a fire, and ‘ so many fires ’ are mentioned 
even now in the census of haK-nomadic tribes in 
Eussia, nay even in Italy {f-wocUi), as meaning ‘ so 
many families, or houses.’ In ancient India, as de- 
scribed to us in the Grihya-siltras, the most impor- 
tant act when a man married and founded his own 
household, was the kindling of the fire in his own 
house, with fire brought from the home of his bride, 
or with fire newly rubbed. In the fourth night after 
the wedding the husband has to establish the fire 
within his house. He assigns his seat to the south of 
it to the Brahman, places a pot of water to the north, 
cooks a mess of sacrificial food, sacrifices the two 
&g(ya portions, and then makes five oblations to Agni, 
V&yu, Sfirya, /Sandra, and Qandharva. Here Agni, 
Fire, holds the first place among the domestic gods. 
After him follow 'Wind, Sun, and Moon, and lastly 
the Gandharva, whoever he may be 

This domestic fire, when once lit, remained the 
friend and protector of the family in every sense of 
the word, and we see the most touching superstitions 
arising from this in India, and in every part of the 
world. Many yearn ago, in my airicle on ‘ Funeral 
Ceremonies’ (1855)®, I translated a passage from 
A8valS,y ana’s Grihya-sutras (IV. 1), in which it is 
said that if a disease befall one who has set up sacred 
fii'es, he should leave his village (with his fia-es) and 
go in an eastern, northern, or north-eastern direction, 
And why? Because there is a saying, ‘Fires love 
the vill^e,’ It is understood therefore that the 

* PAroskara, Qtihyft-sutras 1. 11 ; and SAiikhilyiina 1. 18. 

* Zeitschrtjt <?er Dwixlm MorgeiMndisolten Gea^adutfi, ix, pp, 1 seq. 
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fires, longing to return to the village, -will bless him 
and make him whole Here we see how a mere 
proverb, ‘ The fires love the village,’ may lead without 
any effort to a metamorphosis of the fire into a friend, 
a friend with all the feelings of other friends, willing 
even to render a service and to restore a man to 
health, if thereby they may themselves be enabled to 
return to their beloved hearth. 

Besides the fii’e in each house, the custom of keeping 
a public fire also is alluded to at an early date. 

According to the Dharma-shtras of Apastamba, 11. 
10, 25, a king has to build a palace, a hall, and a 
house of assembly, and in every one of them a fire is 
to be kept, a kind of ignis foci piMici sem^jitemios, 
and daily oblations to be offered in it, just the same 
as in every private house. 

There are many sayings among civilised and un- 
civilised nations, implying a respect for fire and a 
recognition of its value for domestic piu’poses. The 
Ojibways *, for instance, have a saying that one ought 
not to take liberties with fire, but we are never told 
that the Ojibways worshipped the fire as a god. 

There is a very wide-spread fceliiig against spitting, 
or throwing anything unclean into the fire or into the 
water. We saw it mentioned by Herodotus and by 
Manu. It is a godless thing, they say in Bohemia, to 
spit into the fire. The Mongolians, as Schmidt tells 
us, consider it sinful to extinguish fire by water, to 
spit into the fire, or to defile it in any other way 

Such rules, though evidently intended at first for a 

' See also Oldonberg, S. JB. E., xxix. p. 236. 

* RSvillo, 1. 0 ., i. p. 221. 

® Castr^n, Firmische Uylhologie, p. 67. 
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very definite and practical object, were soon invested 
with a kind of sacred authority. If the Bohemian says 
it is a godless thing to spit into the fire, he soon adds a 
reason : Because it is God’s fire. This is, of course, a 
very modem idea ; it may be called a Christian idea, 
based on a belief that aU good and perfect gifts come 
from God — but it is nevertheless a very natural after- 
thought. 

Bell^oua SaAotion fov Caatoma. 

What therefore we must fey to find out in aU these 
observances is, whether at first there was not an in- 
telligible object in them, whether they did not serve 
some useful purpose, and whether the religious sanction 
did not come much later in the day. When there once 
existed a belief in divine beings, any custom or law, 
and particularly those which it was difficult to enforce 
by mere human authority, were naturally placed by 
the ancient lawgivers under the protection of the 
gods. Professor von Ihering, one of the highest 
German authorities on the history of law, has traced 
many of these sacred commandments back to their 
true origin, namely their Zweck, their practical object. 

It is quite clear, , for instance, that in early times it 
was necessary to guard the purity of rivers by some 
kind of religious protection. No sanitary police could 
have protected them in their long meandering courses. 
Pausanias (iii. 36, 4) tells a story of a spring on the 
promontory of Tainaron in Laconia (Cape Matapan) 
which possessed some miraculous qualities, but lost 
them because a woman had dared to wash dirty 
linen in it. 

In a primitive household, where the central fire 
was, as it were, the property of all, a similar restric- 
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tion against defilement -was equally necessary. And 
when with the change of domestic ajrangements the 
original object of such restrictions ceased to be under- 
stood, they became what we find them to be in many 
countries, mere unmeaning customs, and, for that very 
reason, often invested with a sacred authority. When 
the real pui-pose (Zweok) was forgotten, a now pur- 
pose had to be invented. 

Saptlam by Water and Fire. 

For instance, people wonder why the inhabitants 
of Mexico, as well as of Poru should have been 
acquainted with baptism by water and fire. Origin- 
ally, however, these seem to have been very simple 
and useful acts of purification, which in later time 
only grew into sacramental acts. The nurse had to 
bathe the child immediately after birth, and to in- 
voke the so-called goddess of water to cleanse the 
child from everything unclean, and to protect it 
against all evil. That is to say, every new-born 
child had to be washed. Afterwards there followed 
a more brilliant baptism. Friends and relations were 
invited to a feast, the child was carried about in the 
house, as if to present it to the domestic deities, and 
while the nurse placed it in water she recited the fol- 
lowing words': ‘My child, the gods, the lords of 
heaven, have sent thee into this miserable world; 
take this water which will give you life.’ Then she 
sprinkled water on the mouth, the head, and the 
chest of the child, bathed the whole body, rubbed 
eveiy limb, and said : ‘ Where art thou, ill luck 1 In 
which limb dost thou hide? Move away from this 

‘ Mailer, Un^igimm, p. C52. 
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child ! ’ Prayers were then offered to the gods of the 
■water, the earth, and tho sky. The child had to be 
dressed, to be put in a cradle, and to be placed under 
the protection of the god of cradles and the god of 
sleep. At the same time a name -was given to the 
infant. 

All this is fuU of elements which remind us of 
similar practices among the Komans, tho Amphidro- 
mias of the Greeks, and the name-gmng ceremonies 
described in the Vedic Grihya-suti’as. 

Next followed the baptism of fire. This also was 
originally nothing but an act of purification. Like 
water, fii’e also was conceived by many nations as 
purifying. ‘ Fire,' as Plutarcsh says in his Quaestiones 
jRomamie, cap. i, ‘ purifies, water hallows Its very 
name in Sanskrit, pi1,vaka, means purifier. In India 
we were met by tAvo trains of thought. Either fire 
Avas conceived as purifying everything, or it was 
represented as shrinking from contact with all that 
is impure. In Mexico the former idea prevailed. It 
had probably been observed that fire consumed 
deleterious substances, and that the fumes of fire 
served as a preservative against miasma and illness. 
Hence in tho baptism of fire in Mexico the child was 
earned four times through a fire, and was then sup- 
posed to have been purified. 

rnxlficatlon Ijy Fire. 

Whether there is some truth in this belief in the 
purifying powers of fire, we must leave to medical 
men to determine. Anyhow it is a belief or a super- 

* Ti itvp mOalpti Kol ri CSap dyvl(fi, See also Yasishtta XII. 

1 $, 16 . 
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stition -whicli h.as lasted for many centuries. When 
cholera rages in India, we still receive our letters well 
smoked. Menander tells us that Zemarohus, the am- 
bassador of Justinian, was led by the Turks round a 
fire, so that ho might be purified^. According to 
Plano Carpini, a foreign ambassador was actually led 
through two fii-es by the Mongolians. Castrdn traces 
all these customs back to a religious reverence for the 
fire. It seems, however, much more plausible that the 
custom had a purely utilitai’ian foundation, that it 
was in fact the forerunner of our modern quarantine, 
which many medical authorities now look upon as 
equally superstitious. 

Nor was the purificatory or disinfecting power of 
fire restricted to human beings. Cattle were often 
submitted to the same process of lustration. The 
object was originally purely practical, though super- 
stitious ideas began soon to cluster around it. 

nwatratlou of Animals, 

The Romans had their annual lustrations. On the 
twenty-fitrst of April, after a sacrifice had been offered, 
hay and straw were piled up in rows, and when they 
had been lighted, the flocks were driven through the 
burning fire. The shepherds often jumped through 
the flames, following their flocks 

This purely disinfecting character is stUl more 
clearly visible in the so-called Need~fire of the 
Teutonic nations. 

Corptis Seriptotwn Sistor. Bysant., pars i. p. 381, ei Bonn. OastnSn, 
1. 0., p.67. 

“ Hiiifcung, Beligion Aet BSnner, i. 48, 199 ; ii. 152. 
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ir«ea-flse. 

Job. Roiskius, in a book published in 1696, tells 
us that -whenever pestilence broke out among small 
or lai’ge cattle the peasants determined to have a Not- 
feuer. All other fires in the -village had then to be put 
out, and by the usual method of rubbing pieces of 
wood, covered with pitch, a new fire was lighted. 
When it had grown large enough, horses and cattle 
were twice or thrice driven through it Afterwards 
the fire was extinguished, but each householder carried 
home a burning log to light his own fii-e, or dipped it 
afterwards in the wash-tub, and then let it lie in the 
manger. 

This ceremony of the Need-fire might in fact have 
been witnessed in Scotland as late as the last cen- 
tury®. A Mige Austin relates that in the year 1767, 
in the isle of Mull, in consequence of a disease among 
the black cattle, the people agreed to perform an in- 
cantation, though they esteemed it a wicked thing. 
They carried to the top of Carnmoor a wheel and 
nine spindles of oak-wood. They extinguished every 
fire in every house -within sight of the hill. The 
wheel was then turned from east to west over the 
nine spindles, long enough to produce fire by friction. 
If the fire were not produced by noon, the incantation 
lost its effect. If they failed for several days running, 
they attributed this failure to the obstinacy of one 
householder, who would not let his fh-es be put out 
for what he considered so wrong a purpose. How- 

> On TOnning’ tlu-ough and jumping over the fire, see Grimm, 
BovdiKhe Mtjthobiijie, pp. fi9S-S ; Ovid, JVisW, iv. 727 seq. ; Muller, 
AmerikaniMhe Vmligimen, p. 56. 

‘ Grimm, IhiUscla llythologie, p. 674. 
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ever, by bribing his servants, they contrived to have 
them extinguished, and on that morning raised the 
fire. They then sacrificed a heifer, cutting in pieces 
and burning, while yet alive, the diseased part. They 
then lighted their own hearths from the pile, and 
ended by feasting on the remains. Words of incan- 
tation were repeated by an old man from Morven, 
who came over as master of the ceremonies, and who 
continued speaking all the time the fire was being 
raised. This man was living a beggar at Bellochrog. 
Asked to repeat the spell, he said the sin of repeating 
it once had brought him to beggary, and that he dared 
not say those words again. The whole country be- 
lieved him accursed 

Ttnegin ia Ixelaad. 

In Ireland also, according to Martin®, the same 
heathenish custom might have been witnessed within 
the memory of men. The inhabitants made use of a 
fire called tinegin, i.e. a forced fire, or fire of necessity. 
This word is formed from the Irish teine, fire, and 
eigin, violence. It is either a simple translation of 
the English need-fire, or it expresses the same idea 
which is conveyed by theVedio name for fire, sahasa/i 
sfrnu/i, son of strength or effort. This Tinegin was used 
as an antidote against the plague or murrain in cattle, 
and it was performed thus : ‘AH the fii'es in the paiish 
were extinguished, and then eighty-one (9 x 9) married 
men, being thought the necessary number for effect- 
ing this design, took two great planks of wood, and 

^ Seo Appendix XIV. 

* Description of th^ Western Islands, p. 119 ; quoted by Borlaso, 
Arditiuities of Cornwall, p. ISO. 
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nine of them were employed by turns, who by their 
repeated efforts rubbed one of the planks against the 
other until the heat thereof produced fire ; and from 
this forced fire each family is supplied with now fire, 
which is no sooner kindled than a pot full of water is 
quickly set on it, and afterwards sprinkled upon the 
people infected with the plague, or upon the cattle 
that have the murrain. And this they all say they 
find successful by experience. It was practised on 
the mainland, opposite to the south of Skie, within 
these thirty years.’ 

Now suppose some Portuguese priests had visited 
Scotland and Ireland, as they visited the West Coast 
of Africa, and had described the religion of the natives 
from what they saw with their own eyes, as they 
described the fetish worship of the negroes. They 
might have described them, first of all, as fire-worship- 
pers ; secondly, as fetish-worshippers, for the fire, we 
are told, is a fetish when it is invoked for help ; 
thirdly, as performing animal sacrifices, for they sacri- 
ficed a heifer and feasted on it ; fourthly, as sorcerers, 
for they repeated unintelligible incantations ; and 
lastly, as animists, for they believed that there was 
some kind of spirit in the fire. That these people 
were Christians, and that their religion was some- 
thing quite different from these popular amusements, 
they could never have guessed. Yet it is on the 
sti’ength of some stray observations made on the West 
Coast of Africa that we are asked to believe that the 
religion of the negroes is pure Fetishism, nay, that 
Fetishism was the primitive religion of aU mankind. 

It might be said that such heathenish customs 
existed in Scotland and Ireland only, and if, as care- 
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ful travellers ought to do, our Portuguese missionai’ies 
had explored England also, they would have found 
there no traces of fetishism and sorcery. But no, 
in England also they might have witnessed similar 
heathenish ceremonies, for we are told by fair autho- 
rities that not long ago two ladies in Northampton- 
shire saw a fire in the field and a crowd round it. 
They said, ‘What is the matter?’ — ‘Killing a calf.’ 

‘ What for ?’ — ‘ To atop the murrain.’ The ladies went 
away as quickly as possible. On spealcing to the 
clergyman he made inquiries. The people did not 
like to talk of the affair, but it appeared that when 
there is a disease among the cows, or the calves are 
born sickly, they sacrifice, that is, they kill and bum 
one for good luck. 

We have still later testimony of the permanence of 
similar superstitious customs. They seem to have 
survived to the present day. At a meeting of the 
Society of Antiquariarus of Scotland held at the Eoyal 
Institution, Edinburgh, and reported in the Scotsman, 
Tuesday, Mareh 11, 1890, the Eev. Alexander Stewai-t, 
Nether Lochaber, gave an account of some examples 
which had recently come to his knowledge of the 
survival of certain superstitions relating to fire in the 
Highlands of Scotland and in Wigtownshire. The 
first case happened in Mm'ch last, and was accidentally 
witnessed by Dr. Stewart’s informant. Having gone 
to a small hamlet in a remote glen to leave a message 
for the shepherd, he was surprised to find there was 
no one in the houses, but seeing a slight smoke in a 
hollow at some distance, he concluded that he would 
find the women there washing. On realching the bank 
above the hollow he was astonished to see five women 
(2^ D 
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engaged in the ceremony of passing a sick child 
through the fire. Two of the women standing oppo- 
site each other held a blazing hoop vertically between 
them, and two others standing on either side of the 
hoop were engaged in passing the child backwards 
and forwards through the opening of the hoop. The 
fifth woman, who was the mother of the child, stood 
at a little distance, earnestly looking on. After the 
child had been several times passed and repassed 
through the fiery circle, it was retumed to its mother, 
and the burning hoop was thrown into a pool of water 
close by. The child, which was about eighteen months 
old, was a weakling, and was supposed to have come 
under the baleful influence of an evil eye. When 
taken home a bunch of bog-myrtle was suspended 
over its bed. The somewhat analogous superstition of 
putting a patient in the centre of a cart-wheel when 
the red-hot fire was put on it at the door of the smithy 
was practised in Wigtownshire half a century ago. 

Purpose of Customs often rorfrotten. 

Now, I ask, is all this to be called religion? If 
Christians can perform these vagaries, why should not 
the negi’oes of Africa indulge in superstitious prac- 
tices without therefore deserving to have their religion 
represented as nothing but fetish - worship ? The 
negroes of Africa, and, in fact, most uncivilised races, 
ai’e most unwillii^ to speak about what we mean by 
religion; they often have not even a name for it. 
They are proud, on the contrary, of their popular 
amusements, feastings, dances, and more or leas solemn 
gatherings, and welcome strangers who come to see 
them. Some of these gatherings may in time have 



RELIGION, MYTH, AND CUSTOM. 


291 


assumed a religious character. But the wide preva- 
lence of many of the customs which we described, 
such as the ceremonial observed in the lighting and 
keeping of the fire, the purification of children, and 
the lustration of cattle, shows that in many of them 
there was originally a definite and practical object. 
Sometimes we can still discover it, but in other cases 
the real object has completely disappeared. We cannot 
tell, for instance, why, when the new fire was lighted, 
it should have been thought necessary to extinguish 
the fires in every house. Yet we find exactly the 
same custom which wo met with in Germany in the 
island of Lemnos also, the very island on which 
Hephaestos was believed to have been precipitated 
by Zeus. Here all fires had to be extinguished during 
nine days, till a ship arrived from Delos, bringing the 
new sacred fire from the hearth of Apollo. This fire 
was afterwards distributed among all the families, and 
a new life was supposed to begin I 

When, after the battle of Blataeae, the Greeks sent 
to Delphi to ask what sacrifices they ought to offer, 
they were told by the Pythian god to erect an altar 
to Zeus Eleutherios, but not to sacrifice till all the 
fires in the country had been extinguished, because 
they had been contaminated by the barbarians, and 
till new fire had been fetched from the common hearth 
at Delphi *. 

During the Middle Ages a similar custom prevailed 
in Germany. At Marburg and in Lower Saxony the 
fire was lighted once every year by rubbing two 

* Philoatrat. Heroic., p, 740 ; Weleker, TrUogie, p. 247 ; Grimm, 1. o., 
pp. 677, 580. 

* Plutarch, Arintides, c. 20 ; L. y. Sohroodor, in Kuhn’a Zeitadirift, 
xxix. p. 198. 

Ua 
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pieces of wood. This was the new fire which was to 
take the place of the old fires. These were supposed 
to have been contaminated by contact with impurities 
during the year 

Nor is it necessary that there should always have 
been a veiy deep motive for these customs. We can 
hardly imagine, for instance, a very stringent reason 
why the guardianship of the public fire should have 
been committed to Vestal virgins. It was so not onlj* 
in Rome. In Ireland also the fire of Saint Brigida at 
Kildar was not allowed to be approached by men. 
The Damavas, an African tribe, cnlrusted their fire, 
as we saw, to young maidens. In Mexico, in Peru, 
in Yucatan, the sacred fire was likewise guarded by 
a company of virgins All we can say in this and 
similar cases is that in a primitive state of society 
the watching over the fire on the hearth would 
naturally fall to the unmamed daughters of a family 
who stayed at home, while other duties called their 
brothers into the field. The mere continuation of 
such an aiTangement would in time impart to it 
something of a time-honoured and venerable character, 
and the less the original purpose of such ancient 
customs was understood, the more likely it was that 
a kind of religious sanction should be claimed for 
them. 

Sssential SiSereuce between Bellgtos, Uythology, and 
Ceremonial. 

What I am anxious to place in the clearest light is 
that a great deal of what we class as religious, whether 

* See M. Kovalevsky, Tabtem des arigines et de rMution do la famdle, 
1890, p. 80. He also quotes Geiger, Uslintniaehe KuUur. 

* HUUer, 1. 0 ., pp. 308, 387-8 ; Brinton, Mgtlta gf ilie Now World, 
p. 147. 
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among ancient or modem peoples, had really in the 
beginning very little or nothing to do with what we 
ourselves mean by religion. Mythology aflEects ancient 
religion, — in one sense it may be said to aflFect all 
religion. But mythology by itself is never religion, 
as little as rust is ii'on. Cereiuonial again affects 
religion ; it may be, that in the world we live in, 
ceremonial has become inseparable from religion. 
But cei’emonial by itself is never religion, as little as 
shade is light. 

I wanted to show' you how out of the same materials 
both religious and non-religious concepts may be 
formed. It was for that purpose that I chose Fire 
and tried to exhibit its thi'eefold development, either 
as truly theogonio, or as mythological, or as ceremonial 
and sacriffcial. 

Hheo^onic Development of Agni. 

In India we are able to prove by documentary 
evidence that the concept of Fire, embodying the 
concepts of w'armth, light, and life, was raised 
gradually to that of a divine and supremo being, the 
maker and ruler of the world. And if in the Veda 
we have the facts of that development clearly before 
us, it seems to me that we have a right to say that in 
other religions also where Fire occupies the same 
supreme position, it may have passed through the 
same stages through which Agni passed in the V eda. 

MytUologloal Development of Ag'nl. 

By the side of this theogonio process, however, wo 
can hkowise watch in the Veda the beginning at least 
of a mythological development which becomes wider 
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and richer in the epic and paurS,nic literature of India. 
This side is most prominent in Greece and Rome, 
where the legends told of Hephaestos retain hut few 
grains of Agni, as the creator and ruler of the world. 

Cecemonlal Development of Agnl. 

Lastly, the ceremonial development of Fire is 
exhibited to us in what has sometimes been called 
fire-worship, but is in most cases merely a recognition 
of the usefulness of fire for domestic, sacrificial, and 
even medicinal purposes. 

Definltlan of Beli^on Be-examined. 

These three sides, though they have much in 
common, should nevertheless be kept carefully distinct 
in the study of religion. I know it may be said, in 
fact, it has been said, that the definition of religion 
which I laid down in my former course of lectures is 
too narrow and too arbitrary. In one sense, every 
definition may be said to be arbitrary, for it is meant 
to fix the limits which the definer, according to his 
own arhitrimn, wishes to assign to a certain concept 
or name. Both in including and excluding the 
definer may differ from other definers, and those who 
differ from him will naturally call his definition 
arbitrary, and either too naiTow or too wide. 

I thought it right, for instance, to modify my fii-st 
definition of religion as ‘ the perception of the Infinite,’ 
by restricting that perception to such manifestations 
as are able to influence the moral conduct of man. 
My firat definition was not wrong, but it was too 
wide. It cannot be denied that in the beginning the 
perception of the Infinite had often very little to do 
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■with moral ideas, and I am quite awai’e that many 
religions enjoin even what is either not moral at all, 
or even immoral. But if there are perceptions of the 
Infinite unconnected as yet with moral ideas, we have 
no right to call them religious till they assume a 
moral chai’acter, that is, till they begin to react on our 
moral nature. They • may bo called philosophical, 
metaphysical, even mathematical, but they form no 
part of what "we call religion. The objection that 
some religions actually sanction what is immoral, is 
purely forensic. 

If some religions sanction what is immoral, or what 
seems to us immoral, this would only serve to prove 
all the more sti’ongly the influence of religion on the 
moral conduct of man. We are told^ for instance, 
that ‘ the pro-historic Hebrews killed thoir first-born 
in saorifico to thoir god. Abraham came very near 
doing the same thing. Jephtha killed his daughter, 
and David killed the murderers of the son of Saul, 
and kept them hanging in the air all summer long, 
to remind his God that Ishbosheth was avenged. If 
jmu catch a Yezidee in the act of stealing, he will tell 
you that theft is a part of his religion. If you catch 
a Thug in the act of assassination, he wiU tell you 
that murder is to him a religious rite. If you reprove 
the Todas of the Nilgheris Hills for liv ing in 
polyandry, they will tell you that this is the very 
ground- work of their religion. If you reprove the 
Mormons for living in polygamy, they will remind 
you that this is the Biblical chai’t of their faith.’ 

Now suppose that all this were true, would it not 
prove the very opposite of what it is meant to prove ? 

‘ The Qjmh Cmrt, No. 112, p. 1883. 
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If religion can induce human beings to commit acts 
which they themselves, or which we at least, consider 
doubtful, or objectionable, or altogether criminal, 
surely it shows that religion, even in this extreme 
case, exercises an influence on the moral character of 
man such as probably nothing else could exorcise. 

From the moment, therefore, that the perception 
of something supernatural begins to exercise an 
influence on the moral actions of man, be it for good 
or for evil, from that moment,! maintain, and from that 
moment only, have we a right to call it religious. 

We must be careful to keep within the limits of a 
definition which we have once accepted. The defini- 
tion which I gave of region, that it consists in a 
perception of the Infinite, under such manifestations 
as are able to influence the moral conduct of man, is 
not too narrow. It is wide enough, at all events, to 
tax the powers of any single student of the history of 
religion. 


TXe IleaiiljiGf of the Infinite. 

When I said that religion is the perception of the 
Infinite, I took great pains to explain that this per- 
ception is to be taken as the true source of religion, 
as that without which religion would be impossible, 
or at least inconceivable. But as little as the source 
is the whole river, is the source of religion the full 
stream of religion. When Locke said, Nihil est in 
intelledu quod non ante fumit in aensu, ho did not 
mean that senaua was the whole of intellectus. He 
only meant that nothing could be in the intellect that 
had not come from sensuous perception. I meant the 
same when I said, Nihil eat in fide quod non antefuerit 
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in sensu. I meant that nothing could he in our faith 
or in our religion that had not come from the percep- 
tion of the infinite, hut I did not mean that this 
perception of the infinite was the whole of religion. 
As our sensuous percepts grow into concepts and into 
all that belongs to conceptual thought, our perceptions 
of the infinite also are the living germs only which 
produce in time that marvellous harvest which we 
call the religions of the world. And if I limited the 
area of these perceptions of the infinite to that 
narrower field which is distinguished hy its moral 
colouring, that field is still of an enormous extent, 
and will require better and stronger labourers to reap 
than it has hitherto found. 

As to the name which I chose for what forms the 
real object of all religious perceptions, namely, the 
Infinite, I know quite well that it may be criticised. 
But has any one been able to suggest a better name 'i 
I wanted a name as wide as possible. I might have 
chosen Unknowable as equally wide. But to speak 
of a perception of the unknowable seemed to me a 
contradiction in tenns. To know has many mean- 
ings, and in one of its meanings we may say, no 
doubt, that the Infinite is the Unknowable. We 
cannot know the Infinite as we know the Finite, but 
we can know it in the only way in which we can 
expect to know it, namely, behind the Finite. In 
perceiving anything limited, we also perceive what 
limits it, but to call this Unlimited or Infinite the 
Unknowable is to do violence to the verb to know. 

I am quite aware that what other philosophers 
have called the Absolute was probably meant by them 
for what I call the Infinite. . I likewise admit that 
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■what theologians mean by the Divine is in reality the 
same. Even the Transcendent might have answered 
the same purpose. But all those terms had a history. 
The Absolute reminds us of Hegelian ideas, the Divine 
is seldom free from a certain mythological colouring, 
and the Transcendent has its own peculiar meaning 
in the school of Kant. Infinite, therefore, seemed less 
objectionable than any of those terms, and submitted 
more readily to a new definition. It had likewise the 
advantage of having the term finite for its opposite. 
If some critics have proclaimed their inability to 
perceive any difference between infinite and inde^ite, 
I can quite sympathise with them, for I see none 
whatever. The only distinction which usage would 
seem to sanction is that indefinite is generally applied 
to knowledge, infinite to the object of knowledge. 
We might then say that our knowledge of the infinite 
must always be indefinite, a proposition to which few 
critics .would demur. 

I did not wish, however, to monopolise the word 
religion in the sense which I assigned to it in my 
lectures. I simply wished to delimit the subject of 
these lectures, and to state once for all what segment 
of human thought would fall within our field of 
observation. If othera define religion in a different 
sense, we shall know what to expect from them. All 
that I object to is an undefined use of that word. If 
Cicero for instance, defines religion in one place as 
. cultus pius deorumi, he may be quite right from the 
Homan or from liis own point of view, and we should 
be forewarned as to what to expect from him, if he 

^ Clo., Nat Dfiontw, i. 42 : * Superstitio in qua cst tiznor inauiji 
xcliglQ quao Deorum cuitu pio continetur/ 
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were to lecture on religion. Or, if Dr. Robertson 
Smith, in a recent course of excellent lectures on the 
ancient Semitic religions, assures us that with the 
Semites religion consisted primarily of institutions, 
such as sacrifices, ablutions, fastings, and aU the rest, 
and not of what was believed about gods or God, we 
shall know in what sense he uses religion. In 
modern times also there are many people who hold 
that religion consists chiefly in ceremonial acts, such 
as going to church, Icneeling, making the sign of 
the cross, and other ritual observances. 

But though I quite admit the right of Cicero or 
anybody else to define religion in his own sense, and 
to treat of religion as mere cult, or as mere mythology, 
I hold as strongly as ever that neither cult nor 
mythology is possible without a previous elaboration 
of the concepts and names of the gods. Cult is one 
of the many manifestations of religion, but by no 
means the only one, nor a necessary one. The same 
applies to myths and legends. They are the parasites, 
not the marrow of religion. Besides, there are myths 
and legends altogether unconnected with religion, and 
there are solemn acts which have nothing to do with 
the gods. We saw how some ceremonies and myths 
connected with Agni, Fire, were religious in their 
origin, and ceased to be so, while others, purely 
secular in their origin, assumed in time a religious 
character. It is often difficult to draw a sharp line 
between what is no longer and what is not yet 
religious, bpt our definition of religion will generally 
help us in trying to discover whether there are any 
elements in a ceremonial act or in a mythological 
tradition which draw their origin, however distantly, 
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from an original perception of the Infinite, and 
infl-uence, directly or indirectly, the moral conduct of 
man. 

The Bellg'lous Element. 

Lot me give you, in conclusion, one more illus- 
tration of the difficulties -we have to contend with in 
trying to determine whether certain acts and certain 
sajungs may be called religious or not. 

We are told by an excellent Arabic seholai', Baron 
von Kremer, a member of the Imperial Academy at 
Vienna, that at Vienna, which is as advanced and 
refined a capital as any in Europe, you may still see 
people, when walking in the^ streets, picking up any 
bits of bread lying on the pavement and placing them 
carefully where poor people, or, at least, birds or dogs, 
may got at them. 

Is that a religious act ? It may be or it may not. 
It may be a mere inculcation of the old proverb. 
Waste not, want not. But as soon as the bread is 
called the gift of God, the reluctance to tread it under 
foot may become religious. 

Manzoni, the Arabian traveller tells us that the 
Kahili, the agiicultural Arab, takes the greatest care 
not to scatter a crumb of bread. When he sees a 
piece of bread lying in the street, he lifts it, kisses it 
thrice, praises God, and puts it where no one can step 
on it, and where it may be eaten, if only by a dog. 

Here we see religious elements entering in. Yet 
though tho Kabili shows his reverence for bread, 
though he calls it 'aish, that is, life, as we call it the 

* B. Manzoni, £l-Tmen, Tn Anni jielf Arabia /elice, Boma, 1884, 

p. 82. 
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staff of life, no one would say that bread had become 
a divine being in Arabia, still less, as some of our 
friends would say, that it had become a fetish, or a 
totem. 

If, therefore, we find that similar reverence is 
shown to fire or water, we have not therefore to 
admit at once that they have thereby been raised to 
the rank of divine beings. If bread was called life, 
so was fire. The founder of a new sect amons the 
Qjibwaya addressed his disciples in the following 
words ; ‘ Henceforth the fire must never go out in thy 
hut. In summer and winter, by day and by night, in 
storm and in calm weather, remember that the life in 
thy body and the fire on thy hearth are the same 
thing, and date from tho same time h’ 

Here fire and life are identified, but the fire within 
the body is no more than what we should call the 
warmth of the body, and to say that this warmth is 
the same as the fire gn the hearth implies as yet no 
kind of divine worship for either the one or the othei’. 

The same respect which is paid to bread, is also 
paid to other kinds of food. Thus Mohammed forbad 
to use even the stone of a date for killing a louse ; 
and in another place he is reported to have said: 
‘ Honour the palm, for she is your aunt^.’ 

In the case of bread therefore, and also in the case 
of corn and dates and other kinds of food, we can 
well understand that they should have been ti'eated 
with reverence as the gift of Allah, or of any other 
god, provided always that an acquaintance with such 
divine beings existed beforehand. 

Without such previous knowledge, notlung, whether 
* Iiailor, 1. c,, p. 55. ’ ICremer, 1. c., p. 4, 
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a ceremony or a myth, can be called religious. It 
seems to me, therefore, that we are perfectly justified 
in treating that previous knowledge by itself, and to 
reserve to it exclusively the name of religion. There 
was religion before sacrifice ; there was religion before 
myth. There was neither sacrifice nor myth before 
religion, in the true sense of that word. Nothing is 
more interesting than to find out how sacrifice and 
myth sprang from the same field as religion. But 
they did not spring from that field until it had been 
touched' by those rays of light which transform the 
finite into the infinite, and which called into life the 
urmumbei-ed seeds that lay hidden in the ground, the 
seeds of tares as well as of wheat, both growing 
together until the harvest. 
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OTHEH GODS OB' NATURE. 


The Development of Fixe. 

W E have seen thus far how the human mind by 
its natural, though at the same time most won- 
derful powers, can roach, and did reach, tho highest 
conception of the godhead, though starting from the 
commonest impressions of the senses. I took my 
first illustration from fire, but all the other phenomena 
of nature would teach the same lesson, namely, that 
the human mind is capable of discovering the Super- 
natural in the Natural. Nothing seems to us more 
natural than that the various manifestations of . fire 
should have been marked and named by the earliest 
inhabitants of the world. Yet if we restricted the 
meaning of natural to whatever animals, or beings 
endowed with sense only, are capable of performing, 
we should have to call even the simple naming of 
fii'e, achieved by man and by man alone, not a natural, 
but a supernatural, or, at all events, a sup&r-anwiul 
act. Eormerly, it would hardly have been necessary 
to insist on this distinction. But at present, when 
philosophy seems chiefly to consist in ignoring the 
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frontier-lines that separate the animal kingdom from 
our own, it is necessary to show that there ai-e certain 
limits to the mental faculties of mere animals. Some 
animals are scared by fire and run away from it, 
others are attracted by it, but they will never name 
and conceive it. When we see our fire burning, and 
hear it crackling in the grate, nothing seems to us 
more homely, more natural. Every child feels 
attracted by the fire, enjoys its genial wai’inth, and 
woiidei's what kind of thing it is. But try to think, 
once more, what the fii’st appearance of lii’e must have 
been when it came down from the sky as lightning, 
killing a man and setting his hut ablaze, — surely there 
was a miracle, if ever there was a miracle ; a theophany , 
if ever there was a theophany. There was nothing to 
compare it to in the whole experience of man, and 
if it was called a wild beast or a bird of prey, or a 
poisonous serpent, these were all but poor similes, 
w’hich could hardly satisfy an observing and inquiring 
mind. 

And when after a time the beneficial aspects also of 
fire had been discovered, when certain families had 
found out how to elicit fire from flints, or how to 
produce it by friction, the mystery remained as great 
as ever. It was a weird power, a strange appai’ition, 
a something totally inexplicable at first to the human 
understanding. Thus there remained in the fire from 
the first, even after it had been named, something 
unknown, something different from all the ordinary 
and finite perceptions, something hot natural, some- 

* Ilorodptus, iii. 16, anys that the E^ptiana toot five to be a lire 
hgoat, devouring everything, and dymg with what it had eaten. 
See also Satap. Briihmana II, S, 3, 1. 
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thing unnatural, or, as it was also called, something 
supernatural. 

If we once see this clearly and understand how 
the supernatural element was there from the begin- 
ning, though not yet disentangled from its natural 
suiToundings, we shah, be better able to understand 
how the same supernatural element was never com- 
pletely lost sight of by the poets of the Veda, and 
how in the end Agni, fce, after being stripped of all 
that was purely phenomenal, natural, and physical, 
stands before us, endowed with all those qualities 
which we reserve for the Supreme Being. He was 
adored as the creator and ruler of the world, as 
omnipotent, omniscient, just, kind, and compassionate. 
In that state all his physical antecedents were for- 
gotten. It was no longer the fire crackling on the 
hearth that was believed in as the creator of the 
world. It was the unknown agent, recognised from 
the first in that motion which we call fire, who had 
been raised to a divine dignity, though the old name 
of Agni remained, as if to remind the people of their 
first acquaintance with him whom they called from 
the first, 'the firiend of man, the immortal among 
mortals.’ 

The Agents behind other Phenomena of ZTatnre. 

This one road which we have hitherto explored, 
that led our ancestors from nature to nature’s God, 
is, no doubt, an important road, but we must remember 
that it is but one out of many. Whether we examine 
the religions of civilised or of uncivilised races, we shall 
always find that they started not only from fire, but 
from many of the other of the great phenomena of 
(2) X , 
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nature, such as the storm-'wind, the sun, the moon, 
the stars, the sky, the sea, the earth, the rivers, and 
the mountains, in their gropings after what lies 
beyond, after the invisible agent, the father, the 
author, after the God revealed to the senses in the 
countless miracles of nature. If the storm- wind was 
from the fii-st called the crusher or shouter, people 
soon asked, who is it that shouts and crushes 1 If the 
sun was called the shining and warming, the question 
could not long be suppressed, who it was that shines 
and warms. The sky, as participating in the work 
of the sun and the moon and the stars, of the storm, 
the lightning and the rain, was also asked who he 
was, or who was behind and above the sky, who was 
the real agent of all the acts performed on the stage 
of heaven. The very earth, though so near and pal- 
pable and familiar, became nevertheless mysterious 
when it was asked, what life there was in her, and 
when it was felt how much she did in her quiet and 
much suffering way, for all who dwelt in her fields 
and forests. 


Tae Taeogonlo ProceBS. 

If we like, we may call this primitive wonderment 
at what seems to us at present so very natural, and 
the religious and mythological phraseology that sprang 
from that wonderment, by such names as Animism 
(Beseelung), F&i'sonifxation, and Anthropomorphism. 
These names are all right, and they may be useful 
for the purpose of classification. Only we must re- 
member that the historical student of religion cannot 
rest satisfied with mere names, with more classifica- 
tion, but that his chief object is to account for facts, 
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thus named and dassified, and thus to learn to under- 
stand something, however little it may he, of the 
inevitable growth and development of religious and 
mythological concepts. 

If we have once clearly understood the insepai'able 
connection between thought and language, and if, 
more particularly, we have mastered the fact that the 
roots of our words and the roots of our concepts were 
expressions of acta, our task becomes much easier. 
But I know but too well how great a mental effort 
is required in order to apprehend that fact and all its 
far-reaching consequences. Important as these con- 
sequences are for a right understanding of all that we 
call thought, nowhere are they more surprising than 
in the study of what is called mythological and re- 
ligious thought. All other keys that have been 
tried to unlock those ancient chests have lifted one 
bolt or another. The key handed to us by Noird has 
turned and lifted them all, and the ancient chests now 
stand open and their treasures may be examined. 
When human beings were once in possession of the 
name and concept of anima, or soul, of persona, 
person, of manhood, and godhead, we can well under- 
stand that they should have predicated soul of the 
sun, personality of the moon, manhood of the storm, 
and godhead of the sky. But the real question is, 
how were these name-concepts of anima, persona, 
homo, and deus elaborated, and what organic con- 
nection was there between them and such concepts 
as the sun, the moon, and the sky? To imagine that 
mythology and religion could have arisen by ancient 
poets calling sun, moon, and sky animated, Or per- 
sonal, or manlike, or divine, would be, to use a 
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homely metaphor, to put the cart before the horse. 
There is such a phi’ase in the later periods of the 
growth of the human mind. We ourselves are still 
living in. it, our poetry draws most of its inspiration . 
from it. We hear our poets express their ‘faith that 
every flower enjoys the air it breathes.’ They speak 
of ‘ the mom, in russet mantle clad, walking o’er the 
dew of yon high eastern hill.’ We have read of ‘ a 
brotherhood of venerable trees,’ and of the ‘sable 
goddess, Night, ^ and we know perfectly well what is 
meant by all this, because we are in possession of a 
large dictionaiy of language and thought. 

But if we want really to understand this phraseo- 
logy, we have flrst to ^d our way into more distant 
prehistoric periods, into the dark subterranean oaves 
whei-e those weapons were forged with which man 
from the earliest days fought his battles and made 
his conquests. 

Students of these prehistoric periods of thought 
and language are often blamed for taking uimecessary 
trouble, for trying to explain things which, we ate 
told, require no explanation at all, for spreading 
darkness where all before seemed light. It is asked, 
what is there to puzzle us, when we see that the 
ancients spoke of the sun as a living thing, nay, as a 
person, as a man, as a god ? Is it not simply a case 
of Animism, of Personification, of Anthropomorphism, 
and of Deification? Words, words, words 1 Wefirstoall 
what has to be explained by a name, and in this 
case by a very imperfect name. And then, after we 
have named this process, we turn round and say, 
0, it is all very simple, it is nothing but Animism, 
Personification, and Anthropomorphism ! We imagine 
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that our work is done, while it really is only be- 
ginning. 

Even Mr. Herbert Spencer has risen in revolt 
against such perfunctory theories. The very dogs are 
able to sniflf out the difference between what has life 
and what has not, between the animate and the in- 
animate ; was man less sagacious than the dogs 1 

I thought it right in one case at least, in that of fire, 
to give a full description of the slow process by which 
that natural appearance was named. Having once 
been called ‘ he who moves,’ Agni, or having been con- 
ceived as the agent of any other of his more striking 
acts, his further growth became easy to understand. 
We saw how almost by necessity he came after that 
to grow into a breathing and living agent (Animism), 
for fire breathes, lives, and dies ; came to grow into 
a man-like being (Anthropomorphism), for fire, though 
not a man, is a man-like agent ; came to grow into 
an individual person (Personification), for one fii-e 
differs from another ; and came at last to grow into 
a Deva or a god (Deification). We looked for all the 
links in that chain of thought, and though we did not 
find them all, yet we found enough to allow us an 
insight into the true natuie of that psychological 
process which led gradually and naturally from the 
mere percept of fire as an agent to the concept of 
an unseen power, revealed to us in the various mani- 
festations of fire and light. 

WoEdawortlx. 

We shall now try to catch a glance of the same 
instructive process in other realms of nature, in order 
to see from how many points that irresistible impulse 
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toward religion, towards true and natural religion, 
proceeded, which in the end made man feel that, 
however wide the horizon of his knowledge, there was 
always a Beyond, and that in spite of every effort 
of thought and language, there always remained 
something that could not be named and could not 
b.e comprehended except as an agent, invisible, yet 
omnipresent. This psychological process began with 
the senses— for how else could it begin? — but it did 
not end with them, but called forth : 

‘That sense sublime 

Of something far more deeply interfused, 

Whose dwelling is the light of setting suns. 

And the rouud ocean, and the living air, 

And the blue sky, and in the mind of man 

A motion and a spirit, tliat impels 

All thinking things, ail objects of all thought. 

And rolls through all things.’ 

I doubt whether wo could give a better definition of 
Physical Eeligion than w'hat Wordsworth has given 
us in these few lines. 

The Btoxm-wtnd. 

Next to fire, the most important phenomenon in 
nature which led to the conception of a divine being 
was the wind, more particularly the storni-wind. In 
the most distant parts of the world, and among 
people unrelated in language and thought, the storm- 
wind appears not only as one among many gods, but ' 
often as the supreme and only god. The agent, or, as 
we say, the agency or the force of the wind, was so 
palpable, and often so overpowering, that we find 
traces of this god in almost every pantheon. 
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The Storm-wind in America. 

Let us begin, with America'. Here we find that 
with the Choctaws the general word for deity is ffush- 
toli, which means the storm-wind. In the Creek 
language also ishtali means the storm-wind, and 
hmtolah the windy season. The Quichds call the 
mysterious creative power Huralean. This word has 
no meaning in theii’ language, but it finds its ex- 
planation in the ancient tongue of Haity, from which 
the Quichds must have borrowed it. Dr. Brinton, in 
his Essays of an Americanist, 1890, p. 121, doubts 
the derivation of Huraean from Haytian, and derives 
it from Maya. In the dialects of the Maya group 
ralcan is said by him to express greatness, and hun 
one or first. In Cakohiquel hurakan means a giant. 
The Spaniards and other European nations made us 
familiar with the word as the name of the terrible 
tornado of the Caribean Sea It lives on in Erench 
as ourugan, in German as Orkan, in .English as hv/r- 
ricune. Neglectful of its biography, German etymo- 
logists derived Qrkan from Orcus, English etymologists 
discovered in hurricane something of the hwn'y of the 
storm, or, like Webster, something of its fury ; but 
Oviedo, in his description of Hispajoiola **, leaves no 
doubt that the name was borTowed from the ancient 
language of Haity, and had been carried there by the 
Quichds from the Antilles. 

‘ Brinton, Mytlia ty tlie New Woi'U, p. 51. 

’ In the DictimmiTe Qalibi ^Paria, 174.8) diable is translatod by. 
imican, jeramm, hyorokan, and Coto’s 7oailkilario (M9.) gives httrakem 
ns the equivalent of ^idbio in Cakohiquel. See Brinton, Essays qf an 
Mnerkamist, p. 123. 

* Historia deii’ Irulie, lib. vi. cap. 3. 
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This Hurakan has been identified by some Ame- 
rican scholars with Cucnloan, Qucumatz, and Votan, 
all names of the god of the storm-wind in Central 
America. 

The chief divinity of several tribes in ancient 
Mexico was called Miascohuatl, and this is to this 
day the name of the tropical whirlwind. The natives 
of Panama worshipped the same phenomenon nnder 
the name of Tuyra. 

It is curious that Mr. Erinton, from whose interest- 
ing work on The Myths of the New World these facts 
are quoted, is convinced that man never did and 
never could draw the idea of God from nature. He 
thinks that the deeper and far truer reason for the 
divinity ascribed to the wind is to be found in the 
identity of wind with breath, of breath with life, of 
life with soul, and of soul with God. Mr., Brinton 
may be quite right that the transition of meaning 
from wind to breath and life and soul has acted as 
a powerful ingredient in ‘the evolution of ancient 
deities.’ But even then, the starting-point of that 
evolution would have been in nature, namely, in the 
real wind, which by a perfectly intelligible process 
became sublimised into breath, spirit, life, soul, and 
God. It may be granted to Mr. Brinton (1. o., p. 75) 
that the motions of the air are often associated in 
thought and language with the operations of the soul 
and the idea of God. We are told that in Peru the 
commonest and simplest adoration of the collective 
deities consists in kissing the air — a very significant 
mode of prayer. But surely the various manifesta- 
tions of the wind, so well described by Mr. Brinton 
himself, are quite sufficient by themselves to evoke 
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in the human mind and in human language the con- 
cept and name of a po'vrerful, superhuman agent. 
He describes very eloquently, ‘ the power of the winds 
on the weather, bringing as they do the ligh tning and, 
the storm, the zephyr- that cools the brow, and the 
tornado that levels the forest. They summon the 
rain to fertilize the seed and refresh the shrivelled 
leaves. They aid the hunter to stalk the game, and 
usher in the varying seasons. In a hundred ways 
they intimately concern his comfort and his life, and 
it will not seem strange, he adds himself, that they 
almost occupied the place of all other gods in the 
mind of the child of nature.’ 

The Aztec prayer addi-essed to the Tlalocs, the gods 
of the showers, began with the following invoca- 
tion: ‘Ye who dwell at the four comers of the 
earth, — at the north, at the south, at the east, and at 
the west.’ 

The Eskimo also prayed to Sillam Innua, the 
owner of the winds, as their highest god, and the 
abode of the Dead was called by them Sillam Ai- 
pane, the house of the winds. 

As the rain-bringers and life-givers the winds were 
naturally called the father's of the human race, and 
Mr. Brinton has recognised in the four brothers, who 
appear in so many traditions of America as the 
ancestors and leaders of ancient tribes, coming from 
the four comers of the earth, the later representatives 
of the four winds, the North, the South, the East, 
and the West winds. 

What he says of these traditions applies in so many 
words to the traditions of Aryan races. ‘ Sometimes,’ 
he writes, ‘the myth defines clearly these fabled 



814 


LEOTUSB XIII. 


characters as the spirits of the winds ; sometimes it 
clothes them in uncouth, grotesque metaphors j some- 
times agaiu it so weaves them into actual history 
that we are at a loss where to draw the line that 
divides fiction from truth’ (p. 77). 

In the mythology of Yuksttan the four gods Bacab 
were supposed to stand one at each corner of the 
world, supporting, like gigantic caryatides, the over- 
hanging firmament. When at the general deluge the 
other gods and men were swallowed by the waters, 
they alone escaped to people the earth anew. These 
four, known by the names of Kan, Muluo, Ix, and 
Cauac, represented respectively the East, North, West, 
and South, The East was distinguished by yellow, 
the South by red, the West by black, the North 
by white, and these colours appear again in different 
pai'ts of the world with the same meaning, as repre- 
senting the four quarters of the world. According to 
the Quichds, these four beings were first created by 
Hurakan, the Heai't of Heaven. If we translate the 
Heart of Heaven into the Sanskrit Dyaus, the sub- 
jective or active Heaven, or Heaven as an agent, we 
see how near he, as the father of the Maruts or storm- 
winds, comes to Hurakan, the father of the four 
winds. The description of these winds also is some- 
times almost identical with that given of the Maruts 
by the Vedic poets. It is said that they measured 
and saw all that exists at the four corners and the 
four angles of the sky and the earth ; that they did 
not bring forth and produce when the season of har- 
vest was near, until he blew into their eyes a cloud, 
until their faces were obscured, as when one breathes 
on a mirror. Then he gave them four wives whose 
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names were Falling Water, Beautiful Water*, Water of 
Serpents, and Water of Birds. 

li Aztec legends these four beings are said to have 
emerged from a cave called Pacavitanvpv,, and this is 
said to mean, either ‘ the house of existence,’ or ' the 
lodging of the Dawn.’ There in the distant East the 
Aztecs placed Tula, the birthplace of their race. This 
again reminds us of Vedic mythology, and the de- 
soi'iption of the four beings that eamo from the. cave 
of the Dawn leaves little doubt as to their similarity 
with the Vedic storm-gods, the Maruts. ‘ Then* voices,’ 
we are told, ‘ could shake the earth, and their hands 
heap up mountains. Like the thunder-god, they 
stood on tho hills and hurled their sling-stone to 
the four corners of the earth. When one was over- 
powered, he fled upward to the heaven or was turned 
into stone. It was by their aid and counsel that the 
savages who possessed the land renounced their bar- 
barous habits and commenced to till the soil ’ (1. c., 
p. 83). 

Truly indeed might Mr. Bi*inton say that ‘the 
winds producing the thunder and the changes that 
take place in the ever-shifting panorama of the sky, 
the rain-bringers, the lords of the seasons, — and not 
this only, but the primary type of the soul, the life, 
the breath of man and the world, — are second to 
nothing in their rdle in mythology.’ The road from 
the naming of the different winds to the naming of 
the Storm-wind, as the father of the winds, or, again, 
to the naming of the Sky, as the father of the winds 
as well as of the other heavenly powers, is as clearly 
traced in America as anywhere else. The surroundr 
ings of nature have, no doubt, a considerable influence 
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on. the formation of atorin-m 3 rths. We find them most 
fully developed in mountainous countries, and the 
more the very existence of man was felt to depend on 
the beneficial or hurtful influences of the winds and 
thunderstorms, the more readily did the human mind 
arrive at the conception of a supreme beneficent or 
malignant power behind the storm-wind, controlling 
the fates of man. 

This will explain the fact, to which I alluded in my 
first course of Gifford Lectures (p. 453), that in many 
of the American languages the same word is used for 
storm and god^. In Africa also Dr. Nachtigall was 
struck by the same fact, and he instances the Baghirmi 
as having but one name for storm and God. We 
shall see that in India also the old name of the storm- 
gods, Marut, was used in the language of the Bud- 
dhists as a general name of gods (Maru). 

Tlia Stonn-wlnd In 8a1>7lon. 

Let US now turn our eyes from America to Babylon. 
The primitive inhabitants of Babylon beheld in the 
winds powers of good and evil®. The good wind 
cooled the heat of summer and brought moisture to 
the parched earth. The evil wind was the tempest, 
the freezing blast of winter, and the burning sirocco 
of the desert. Their number is sometimes given as 
four, sometimes as seven, the seven sons or mes- 
sengers of Ami. In the battle against the dragon 
of chaos, they were the allies of Merodach, as the 
Maruts were the allies of Indra. Matu occurs fre- 

‘ Banoroft, matary qf the Native Maces of ' North America, yoI. ill. 
p. 117. 

Sayoe, Sibbert Lectures, p, 199. 
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quently as the name of the desti-uctiye storm-wind, 
whose favour had to he conciliated. He is called the 
lord of the mountain, and his wife the lady of the 
mountain (cf. Sk. P^rvatt). But we also hear of 
many Matus, the children of the sea. 

Tli« Stona-wlnd In India. 

Wo now return to India, where the storms meet us 
under the name of the Maruts. In their purely 
physical aspect the storms or Maruts are represented 
in the Veda as powerful and destructive, but at the 
same time as beneficent also, as clearing the air, as 
bringing rain, as fertilising the soil, and reinvigocrat- 
ing the body. I shall quote a few passages from the 
Eig-veda. 

They are said to shake heaven and earth like the 
hem of a garment. They cause a long and broad un- 
ceasing rain to fall (I. 87, 11), so that the cows have 
to walk knee-deep. Mountains shake, men tremble 
(I. 38, 10), the kings of the forest, the trees, are rent 
asunder (1. 39, 5). The Maruts bring winds and light- 
ning (I. 64, 6), and they pour down rain (1. 64, 6). But 
after the storm is over, they are praised for bringing 
back the light and, like the dawn (II. 84, 18), driving 
away the hideous darkness (I. 86, 10). They are also 
celeWted for restoring fertility to the soil, and for 
m akin g the autumn plentiful through their invigor- 
ating rain (I. 171, 6 ; II. 34, 4). Thus they bring, not 
only food to men, but water, medicine, and health 
(V. 53, 14 ; VI. 74, 3), being in this respect like their 
father Eudra, who is often implored to bring medicine 
and to bestow health (VH. 46 ; II. 33, 13). 

In most of the hymns of the Veda, however, the 
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Maa-uts, as the representatives of the storm, the 
thunderstorm and all its concomitant features, have 
assumed a very definite dramatic character. They 
appear brilliant on their chariots (I. 87, 1), with 
spears, daggers, rings, axes, and with whips which 
they crack in the air (I. 37, 2 ; 3). They shoot arrows 
(I. 64, 10), and fling stones (I. 172, 2). They have 
golden headbands round theii’ heads (V. 54, 11). 
Often they are represented as musicians, as singers, 
pipers (I. 85, 10), and dancers (VIII. 20, 22), some- 
times as birds (I. 87, 2), and as wild boars with iron 
tusks (I. 88, 5). They 'are called the manly sons of 
Hudra (I. 64, 2), and they are likewise called the 
youthful Rudras themselves who never grow old (I. 
64, 3). In some places their mother is called P?'i8ni 
(I 86, 2), their father or lord Dyaus (X. 77, 2 ; VIII. 
20, 17), or Svar, sky (Y. 64, 10). They are the con- 
stant companions of Indra in his fight against his 
enemies, such as Vi-itra, Ahi, and , other demons. 
They are even represented as themselves the con- 
querors of Vi'itra (VIII. 7, 23), and as the protectors 
of Indra (VII. 7, 24). But occasionally they seem 
slighted by India, who claims all glory for himself 
(I. 165). Dyaus also is invoked as their companion, 
as when we read, V. 58, 6, ‘ Let Dyaus roar down, the 
bull of the Dawn.’ (See also V. 59, 8.) As Agni 
represents both light and lightning, it is but natural 
that he too should appear in their company (V. 60, 
7). Rodast, who is often mentioned as the friend 
or wife of aU of them, seems to be intended for the 
lightning (V. 61, 12). At times they become so com- 
pletely personified that the poets, forgetful of their 
physical origin, actually compare them to the wind, 
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and call them blazing with wind (vS,ta-tvish, V. 57, 4). 
It is more difficult to discuss in what sense Yishiiu is 
sometimes mentioned as their friend and helper (V. 
87, 4), while Soma, when joined with them, can only 
be meant as the rain of the thunderstorm (VIII, 20, 3). 

Though the Maruts are almost always invoked as 
a company, sometimes of twenty-one, sometimes of a 
hundred and eighty, being all alike in strength, yet 
in one place the poet speaks also of one son of Rudi-a, 
and calls him MS.ruta, belonging to the Maruts (VI. 
66 , 11 ). 

After a time these Maruts, like Agni and other gods 
of nature, assume a strongly maidced moral character, 
and in the end they take their place among the highest 
gods. Thus one poet (I. 88, 6) addi-esses them in the 
following words : ‘ Let not one sin after another, diffi- 
cult to be conquered, overcome us; may it depart 
together with greed.’ ‘Whatever fiend attacks us, 
deprive him of power and strength ’ (I. 39, 8). ‘ The 
mortal whom ye, 0 Maruts, protected, he sui’passes 
all people in strength through your protection. He 
carries oif booty; he acquires honourable wisdom, 
and prospei-s’ (I. 64, 13). The Maruts themselves 
are called, not only heroes, but wise poets also (V. 
52, 13). They impart not only strength to their wor- 
shippers, but even immortality (V. 55, 4). Some of 
the qualities which seem to us peculiar to the highest 
deities only, such as the punishing of sin, and 
likewise the forgiving of sin, whei-e there is hearty 
repentance, are in the end ascribed to the Maruts 
also. Their peculiar physical natui-e disappears more 
and more, and they are implored almost in the same 
words as Varuna and the Adityas (X. 77, 8). Thus 



820 


LECTURE XIII. 


one poet says: ‘May your bright thunderbolt be 
far from us, 0 Maruts, -whatever sin we may have 
committed against you, men as we are, 0 worshipful, 
let us not fall under its power, let your best favour 
rest on us ’ (VII. 67, 4). 

The ICaxns of the Buddhlets. 

In Pali, Maru is used in the general sense of deva, 
though deva-hood is no longer a very exalted position 
in the eyes of the Buddhists. 

BiUdre, the Bather of the Maruts. 

But though we can watch this gradual transition 
from the Maruts as the storms, to the Maruts as 
sub-natural agents, as dramatic heroes, and lastly as 
supreme gods, the fact of their being a company or a 
host could not but lead to the supposition of a lord or 
father of the Maruts, generally called Eudra. We 
saw the same in America, where the four winds were 
represented by Hurakan, the most powerful wind. 
And as in the Y eda Dyaus, the bright sky, is some- 
times conceived as the father of the -winds, we find in 
America also that the lord of the winds, the prince of 
the powers of the air, whose, voice is the thunder, and 
whose weapon the lightning, is Michabo, the Great 
light, the Spirit of Light, of the Dawn, or the East, 
literally, as Brinton has sho-wn^, the Great White One. 

She Btonu-wlnd in Oermany. 

Another country where the god of the storm-wind 
was raised in the end to the rank of a supreme deity 

* Brinton, Myths of the New World, p. 166. 
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was Gea-many, or wiatover may have been the last 
home of the united German family. It has been 
shown that the Teutonic tribes possessed originally a 
deity corresponding very nearly in name and character 
to the Vedio Dyaus, the Greek Zeus, and the Latin 
Jvr-piter. This was Tiu, a name preserved in Anglo- 
Saxon, tiwes-dceg, our Tuesday, the dies Jovia. The 
same name occurs in the Edda as T'^r, in Old High- 
German as Zio. But in the same way as in the Veda 
the ancient god Dyaus was driven hack, and at last 
superseded by Indra, the god of the thunderstorm, 
we find that in Germany also the common Aryair 
god of the sky had to make room for Odin or Wotlan, 
originally a representative of storm and thunder. 
The gods of storm and thunder were generally 
represented as fighting gods, as bravo warxiors, and, 
in the end, as conqueror’s j and with warlike nations, 
like the Germans, such gods would naturally become 
very popular, more popular even tlian the god of light, 
who was supposed to live enthroned in silent majesty 
above the dome of heaven, the one-eyed seer, the 
husband of the earth, the All-father, as he was sailed 
in Germany also. 

Odin, Waotaa. 

According to a view which was very prevalent in 
former days, and which even now counts some very 
distinguished scholar’s amongst its adherents, Odin 
was originally a man, the founder of the ancient 
Northern and Teutonic religion, who was afterwards 
worshipped as the supreme god, the fountain-head of 
wisdom, the founder of culture, the inventor of wr'iting 
and poetry, the progenitor of kings, the lord of battle 
(2) Y 
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and victory,, so that his name and that of Alfd^r, 
Ail-father, were blended together 
Those who take this view derive Odin's name not 
unnaturally from an old word, akin to the Latin vdtes 
a prophetic singer or bard, and compare with it the 
0. N. dffr, inspiration. But they have never shown 
how vdtes in Latin could become 6Him in Old Norse, 
and Wuotan in Old High-Qerman 
Grimm, in his Deutsche Mytkologie, did not look 
upon this view of Odin as any longer requiring even 
a refutation. He treated the name of Wuotan and 
Odin as from the beginning a name of a superhuman 
being. He derived the 0. H. G. Wuotan, the Lom- 
bardian Wddan or Guddan, the Old Saxon Wuodan 
and WMan (Westphalian Guddan and Gudan), the 
A. S. Wdden, Frisian WSda, the Old Norse 6Hnn, 
from the 0. H. G. verb waian, wuot, 0. N. vaffa, Set, 
meaning to move along quickly, then to be furious, a 
transition of meaning which is likewise found in Lat. 
vehi and vehemens, peto and impetus. This root 


*■ Cleasby and Vigfusson, ItetawVc Dictionmn/, s.v. 

® Cmpus Foetioim Harmle, VigfuMion and Powell, vol. i. p. civ. The 
etymology of Latin vnles is as yot unknown. The root va( in api-vat 
is very obsenro. It occurs four times only in the Voda, and seems 
to me to mean no more than to go near, to obtain, in the causative 
to invite or to welcome. How ftom niles wo oould possibly arrive at 
tiSinii and Wuotan has never been explained. "Wilhelm, A verbis He- 
nominatiris, p. 14. See note to Bv. 1. 165, IS. 

• Vomer's Low is exfa-oniely useful to account for exceptions to 
drimm's Law, and in the true sense of the old saying, mepfio prdbat 
regulam. But Vomer’s Law must not be used as a more excuse. If 
we cotild prove that the accent in votes was originally on ttie lost 
syllable, we might accept Low German d, though hardly the High 
German t. But to invert tliis reasoning, and to postulate the accent 
on the final syllable of valis, because wo wish that it should cor- 
respond to dUinn and Wuotan, is a very dangerous proceeding. It is 
ecpially dangerous to speak of a root val in i^o sense of to know. It 
is not used in that meaning either in the Yeda or in the Avesta, 
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watan, however, cannot be connected with Latin 
vddere, unless we take the Latin d as the representa- 
tive of an original media aspirata. From this watan 
Grimm derives the substantive miot, wrath, fury, dv^os, 
and the 0. N. 6Sr, mind, poetry, song ; A. S. wdS, voice, 
song. 

As the supreme god of the Teutonic nations, 
Wuotan’s chai'aeter is summed up by Grimm in the 
following words ^ : ‘ He is the all-pervading creative 
and formative power, who bestows shape and beauty 
on man and all things, from whom proceeds the gift 
of song and the management of war and victory, on 
whom at t/ie same time depends the fertility of the 
soil, nay wishing, and aU the highest gifts and 
blessings,’ 

In the popular legends, however, what may be 
called his etymological character is still far more 
clearly perceptible. W%otan is there the furious god, 
the god of war and victory, armed with bis spear 
(Gdngiiir), and followed by two wolves (Ge7'i and 
Field), two ravens {Huginn and Munwvn). He also 
sends the storm, rides on the gale, has his waggon or 
wain, and his horse. In the Old Norse legends he is 
an old man with a broad hat and a wide mantle, 
keldu-ma^r, a hooded man, and as such he appears 
in the German HaJcolberend, the leader of the wild 
host, whose memory lives on even now in John 
Ilachlehirnids house, though he is no doubt quite 
unconnected with Hakleberg, i. e. Mount Hecla 

This root, in High German watan, would presuppose 

* TranBlation of Grimm’s German Mytluiogy, by Stallybrass, vol. i. 
p. 182, 

* Why Mercury was identified with Wuotan, see M. M., Setecied Assays, 
i. 406 ; ii. 210 ; Grimm’s Dwische MyMogie, pp. 137-148. 
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a low German d, and a classical dh. As li in 
Sanskrit is a neutral exponent of gh, dh, bh, we should 
have to postulate an original vadb, for vah (part. 
vodha, for vah-ta). Inveh&mena also we see traces 
of the same transition of meaning as in wuot, fury. 

Grohmann proposed to identify Wuotan with the 
Vcdic Vata, wind, and at finst eight that etymology 
is very tempting. But vata is known to have the 
accent on the first syllable, and ought therefore to 
show th in Low, d in High German. 

Still, Grohmann was light in making Wuotan the 
god of wind and weather, only that his etymon seems 
to me to lie not so much in the wind, as in the 
weather. Weather, before it took its general mean- 
ing, meant stormy weather. This is still very clear 
in the German, Wette7'-leuehten [wSter-leich, cf. rik- 
van), Donnei'-wetter, Wind und Wetter, Unwetter, 
Wetterachlad, &c., and even in the English ^veatJan'- 
heaten . It is the 0. H. G. ivetar, A. S. weder, 0. N. veSr. 
The th in Modern English weather is dialectic. The 
same word exists in the Veda, namely, as vfidhas and 
vadhar (Delbrhck, in K. Z. xvi. 266) ; but it there 
means the actual thunderbolt of Indra and of his 
enemies, and also weapon in general. From the same 
root we have vadhil, striker and weapon ; vfi.dhatra, 
weapon; vadhasnfi, Indra’s thunderbolt. In Greek this 
root has been preserved in in iv-oa-C-xdoiv, eai’th- 
striker, &e. (see Cmtius, s. v.). From this root, and 
from no other, is derived Wuotan, literally the striker 
with the thunderbolt, the weather-god, the storm:godh 

1 Tliere is another word in Old Norse, Afr; and as Preyjn is called 
iWs mey (Od's maid '.this can only be another name for 6itinn (Voluap. 
87, CurP' Poet. Bor., vol. ii. p. 624 ; Hyndla's Lay, ibid., vol. ii. p, 617). 
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If then the name of Wuotan meant originally the 
■weather-god, the wielder of the thunderbolt, -we must 
begin -with that concept, and slowly trace the transi- 
tion from the furious huntsman to Odin, the All- 
father, the solemn and majestic deity, just as we saw^ 
Hwalcan, the lord of the winds, assume the supremacy 
over all other gods among certain American tribes, 
and as in India we could watch the Maruts becoming 
changed into purely moral divinities, presided over by 
Kudra or Dyaus, as sovereign gods. 


The lUzed Cluuaatez of Auoient Gods. 

Besides the lesson which we have thus learnt from 
a comparative study of American, Babylonian, Indian, 
and Teutonic mythologies, as to the possible develop- 
ment of the highest concept of divinity out of the 
simplest phenomena of nature, there is another lesson 
which was impressed upon us when studying the 
history of Agni, and which is even more strongly 
inculcated by the history of the storm-gods. The 
ancient gods were not I'estrioted to one character. 
Agni, for instance, was, no doubt, the fire on the 
hearth, but any poet might speak of him as born in 
the sky, as lightning, as rising, as the sun in the 
morning, and setting in the evening, as generated by 

‘ Odhin, woloher init dem BUtzdorn die Sonnenjungfran voi'zaubort, 
1st nicht bloaa typiseh der in Wolkenmantel und Nebelkappe vor. 
Milt auftretende Gewittergaist, der als solchor auoh den BGinamen 
Srepscarpr, d. h. letlialiter jacunis, “der uiit dsui Blitzspecr TOdtfnde” 
fuhrt, und so auoh goradozu zum Todesgott wird, sondera spceiell 
nuoli nocli in nnalogem Sinn der itmninus hirmrum at spectronim, nls 
■wolchen ihn dor nordisohe Beiname DraugadraHin vor allem kenn- 
zeiohnet, weleher ihn so raoht eigentlioh in der Gowittoruiiolit an 
der SpitzG alles Spukes auftreton lUsst.’ Schwartz, InSugenmnischm 
Vdkaglauhe, 1885, p. 168. 

* Qifford Lectures, vol. i. p. 458. 
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the fii’e-sticksj nay, as identical with the warmth and 
life of the vegetable and animal world. In like 
manner, the father of the Maruts is not only a 
meteoric deity, sending his arrows from the clouds, 
he is also a celestial deity, he is, in fact, one side of 
that power of light and life which is recognised in the 
sky, and called D y au s, and recognised in the sun, and 
called S var. We distinguish between the sky, and the 
sun, and the morning, and the thunderstorm, and so, 
no doubt, did the ancient poets of the Veda. But 
they also recognised a common element, or, if you 
like, a common agent behind all these phenomena of 
nature, and they had no difficulty in ascribing the 
same deeds to Agni, Dyaus, Svaa- or Sflrya, the Maruts, 
and the Eudras. Thus it. happens that in later phases 
of mythology one god who has assumed a definite 
personality may nevertheless display some solar or 
celestial or meteoric characteristics which cling to 
him from an earlier stage of his existence. Apollo, as 
we know him in Homer, is not the sun, but he has 
retained some solar qualities. Athene is not the dawn, 
but she has not lost all matutinal features. Zeus 
certainly is not simply the sky, and yet his character 
would be unintelligible unless we could teace him 
back to the Vedic Dyaus, the sky. 


Tlu Tbeogonlo Sevelopnent. 

I hope it will not be supposed that, because in this 
course of lectures I have given such prominence to 
the fire and the storm-wind as powerful stimulants 
in the religious life of mankind, my conviction has 
been changed that it was the sky and the sun who 
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gave from the first the most powerful impulse to the 
growth of mythological and rehgious ideaiS. My only 
reason for passing these two theogonic processes over 
at present was that they have been most fully analysed 
before by myself and by others, and that I thought I 
might without presumption refer my hearers here to 
what I have written on this subject in my Lectures 
on the Science of Language, and in my Hibbert 
Lectures on the Origin and Growth of Eeligion with 
special reference to India. What has been called 
the Eeligion of Dyaus and the Solar Myth may be 
reckoned among the best secured gains of modem 
scholarship. MwjLwfo-eraf ns fioXKov tj HLfj.'/icreTai. The 
only new light which has been thrown on these 
theogonic processes is that we understand now how 
what were considered hitherto as mere facts are in 
reality the necessary results of our mental constitution. 
We know now that, like the fire and the storm-wind, 
the sky and the sun also could only be' named by 
names expressive of agency. Whether we call this 
a necessity of language or thought, it is, as we saw, 
a necessity from which we cannot escape. At first 
these celestial, solar, igneous or meteoric agents, 
having become the objects of early thought, were 
described according to their manifold manifestations, 
particularly such as influenced the life and the acts of 
man. After a time, however, these various manifes- 
tations were recognised as external only, and the agent, 
being more and more divested of these external veils, 
was slowly recognised as something else, something by 
itself, something beyond the finite knowledge of man, 
and in the end as something sub-natural, supernatural, 
and infinite. This led naturally to the two phases of 
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Henotheism and Polj'theianijand by a still moi'o po-wer- 
ful abstraction, to Monotheism, that is, the recognition 
of one agent, one author, one father, one God, hidden 
behind the magic veil of nature, but revealed by an 
irresistible necessity -which postulates something in- 
finite and divine in the agents of the objective world, 
because it has discovered something infinite and 
divine in the subjective world, in the agent within, 
or in the self. 

We may thus discover in all the errors of mythology, 
and in what we call the false or pagan religions of the 
world, a progress towards truth, a yearning after some- 
thing more than finite, a growing recognition of the 
Infinite, throwing off some of its veils before our eyes, 
and from century to century revealing itself to us more 
and more in its own pimity and holiness. And thus 
the two concepts, that of evolution and that of reve- 
lation, which seem at first so ditierent, become one in 
the end. If there is a purpose running through the 
ages, if nature is not blind, if there are agents, recog- 
nised at last as the agents of one Will, behind the 
whole phenomenal world, then the evolution of man’s 
belief in that Supreme Will is itself the traest revelation 
of that Supremo Will, and must remain the adamantine 
foundation on which aU religion rests, whether we 
call it natural or supernatural. 



LECTURE XIV. 

WHAT DDKS IT LEAD TO? 


Value of Klatoiloal Studlea. 

I HAVE finished my survey of Physical Religionj 
and I feci that I ought not to shrink in my last 
lecture to-day from answering a question that has 
often been asked, namely, What docs it all lead to? 

You know that Lord Giffoi-d’s idea qf founding lec- 
tureships on Natural Religion in the four Universities 
of Scotland has been criticised from different quarters, 
and that the lecturers also, who have endeavoured to 
the best of their powers to cany out the noble plan 
of the founder, have not escaped the strictures of 
unfriendly critics. 

W^hat can it all lead to ? What can bo the use of 
lectures on the origm and the history of the ancient 
or so-called natural religions of manldnd? has been 
the outcry of many writers, both in religious and 
anti-religious papers, and proposals have not been 
wanting as to how this munificent benefaction might 
be employed for other and more useful purposes. 

Our schools and univei«itiee have long been told 
that much of what they are teaching is useless in 
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the battle of life. Greek and Latin are called dead 
languages. Ancient history is condemned as a medley of 
legendary traditions and of one-sided partisan views, 
while our newspapers are said to contain more wisdom 
than the whole of Thucydides ; nay, as has lately been 
calculated, more words also — which is quite possible. 
As to philosophy, it is looked upon as obsolete, nay, 
even as mischievous, and the athletics of the cricket- 
field ai’e praised as far more efficacious in foming 
manly and practical characters than the intellectual 
gymnastics of Logic and Metaphysics. 

While every effort is being made to sweep away 
all ancient lumber and classical rubbish, we can 
hardly be surprised that an attempt to introduce 
into our universities a new study, the study of dead 
religions-, should have met with anything but a friendly 
welcome on the part of educational reformers. 

So far as these attacks are directed against all 
scientific studies which cannot at once show what 
they lead to, or produce useful and marketable results, 
no defence seems to me necessary. We surely know 
by this time how often in the history of the world the 
labours of the patient student, jeered at by hie con- 
temporaries as mere waste of time and money and 
brains, have in the end given to the world some of its 
most valued possessions. Faraday died a poor man, 
but the world has grown richer and brighter by his 
labours. Copernicus, while he was quietly observing, 
measuring, and calculating, — looked upon as a strange 
and even as a dangerous man by his fellow-canons at 
Frauenburg, — ^never asked what all his work would 
lead to. Like every true student, he was simply in 
love with trath. And yet there has scarcely ever been 
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a greater revolution achieved in the world of thought, 
or a more important advance made in our knowledge 
of the universe, nay, in our knowledge of ourselves, 
than by that solitary philosopher in the North of 
Germany, when he proved that we and our globe did 
not form, as was fondly supposed, the centre of the 
universe, but had to take the place assigned to us by 
the side of other planets, all moving at a greater or 
smaller distance around one central sun. 

The only question which deserves to be considered 
is, whether a study of Natural Religion is ever likely 
to produce a similar revolution in our world of 
thought, is ever likely to lead to a similao.’ advance 
in our knowledge of the universe, nay, in our know- 
ledge of ourselves, is ever likely to teach us that our 
own religion also, however perfect, is but one out of 
many religions, all moving, at a greater or smaller 
distance, around one central truth. 

We are asked. What can a study of the old and 
dead religions of the woi'ld teach us who are in pos- 
session of a new and living religion ? What can we 
learn from Natural Religion, who pride ourselves on 
the possession of a Supernatural Religion? 

nesaous of ITataxal SeUgloii. 

What can a study of Natural Religion teach us? 
Why, it teaches us that religion is natural, is real, 
is inevitable, is universal. Is that nothing? Is it 
nothing to know that there is a solid rock on which 
all religion, call it natural or supernatural, is founded ? 
Is it nothing to loam from the annals of history, that 
‘God has not left Himself without witness, in that 
He did good, and gave us rain from heaven, and 
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fruitful seasons, filling our hearts, and the hearts of 
the whole human race, with food and gladness ?’ 

If you examine the attacks that have been made 
on religion, which have proved the more dangerous — 
those on Natural or those on Supernatural Religion ? 

Christianity, to which alone, at least among om’- 
selves, the name of a Supernatural Religion would be 
conceded, has been surrounded during the nineteen 
centuries of its existence with many ecclesiastical 
outworks. Some of these outworks ought probably 
never to have been erected. But when they were 
attacked and had to be surrendered, Christianity 
itself has remained unaffected, nay, it has been 
strengthened rather than weakened by their sur- 
render. The Reformation swept away a good many 
of these ecclesiastical fences and intrenchments, and 
the spirit of the Reformation, dangerous as it .was 
supposed to be at the time to the most vital interests 
of Christianity, has never been at rest again, and 
will never be at rest. Under the name of Biblical 
Criticism the same refonuing spirit is at work in our 
own days, and whatever may be thought of it in other 
countries, in the country of Knox, in the ancient home 
of free thought and free speech, that reforming spirit 
will never bo stifled, however dangerous it may seem 
at times even in the eyes of old and honest reformers. 
There can be no doubt that free inquiry has swept 
away, and will sweep away, many things which have 
been highly valued, nay, which were considered essen- 
tial by many honest and pious minds. And yet who 
will say that true Christianity, Christianity which is 
known by its fruits, is less vigorous now than it has 
ever been before % There have been dissensions in the 
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Christian Church from the time of the Apostles to our 
own times. We have passed through them ourselves, 
we are passing through them even now. But in spite 
of all the hard and harsh and unchri.stian language 
that has been used in these controversies, who would 
doubt now, after their lives and their deepest con- 
viction-s. have been laid open before the world, that 
Kingsley was as deeply religious a man as Newman, 
that Stanley served his Chui’ch as faithfully as Pusey, 
and that Dr. Martineau, the Unitarian, deserves the 
name of a Christian as much as Dr. Liddon ? 

But now let us look at the attacks which have of 
late been directed against Natural Religion— against 
a belief in anything beyond what is supplied by the 
senses, against a conception of anything infinite or 
divine, against a trust in any government of the ■world, 
against the admission of any ^stinction between good 
and evil, against the very possibility of an eternal 
life — what would remain, I do not say of Christianity, 
or even of Judaism, Mohammedanism, Buddhism, or 
Brahmanism, but of anything worth the name of 
religion, if these attacks could not be repelled ? 

And yet we ai‘e asked, What can a study of Natural 
Religion teach us ? 

And when we have aho^wn that Natural Religion is 
the only impregnable safeguard against atheism, we 
are told that unaided reason cannot lead to a belief in 
God. This is an orthodoxy which may become the 
most dangerous of all heresies. Cardinal Newman 
was not a man who trusted in reason rather than in 
authority. And yet what does he say of Natural 
Religion ? ‘ I have no intention at all,’ he writes in 
his Apologia^ p. 243, ‘ of denying, that truth is the real 
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object of our reason, and that, if it does not attain to 
truth, either the premiss or the process is at fault; 
but I am not speaking here of right reason, but of 
reason as it acts in fact and conci'etely in fallen man. 
I know that even unaided reason, when correctly- 
exercised, leads to a belief in God, in the immortality 
of the soul, and in future retribution; but I am 
considering the faculty of reason actually and his- 
torically; and in this point of view, I do not think 
I am -wrong in saying that its tendency is towards 
a simple unbelief in matters of religion.’ 

I give the Cardinal’s words -with all his restrictions. 
I am not concerned with the question whether his- 
torically the tendency of reason has been everywhere 
towards unbelief, except in the Eoman Catholic Church. 
I only lay .stress on his admission, an admission in 
which he felt himself supported by the highest autho- 
rities of the early Church, that ‘ unaided reason, when 
correctly exercised, can lead to a belief in God, in the 
immoitality of the soul, and in future retribution.’ 

In my present course of Lectures I have had to 
confine myself to one branch of Natural Religion 
only, to what I call Physical, as distinguished, from 
Anthropological and Psychological Religion. Leaving 
out of consideration, therefore, the two great problems, 
that of the immortality of the soul, and that of man’s 
true relation to God, which form the subject of An- 
thropological and Psychological Religion, I may now 
sum up in a few words what a study of Physical 
Religion can teach us, and, I may hope, has taught us. 
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The Aireaia In ITatnie. 

A study of tho ancient religions of the world, and 
more pai’ticularly of the eailiest religion of India, 
teaches us, first of all, that many things in nature 
which we are now inclined to treat as quite natural, 
as a matter of course, appeared to the minds of the 
earliest observers in a much truer light, as by no 
means natural, as by no means a matter of course, 
but on the contrary, as terrific, as astounding, as truly 
mmaculous, as supernatural. It was in these very phe- 
nomena of nature, the sky, the sun, the fire, and the 
storm-wind, which to us seem so natural, so ordinary, 
so hackneyed, that man perceived for the first time 
something that startled him out of his animal toipox-, 
that made him ask. What is it? What does it all moan? 
Whence does it all come? — ^that forced him, whether he 
liked it or not, to look behind the drama of nature for 
actors or agents, different fi’om merely human agents, 
agents whom in his language and thought he called 
superhuman, and, in the end, divine. 

We must not imagine that these eoi’ly observers and 
namers of nature did not distinguish between these 
phenomena, as mere phenomena, and the agents pos- 
tulated by their very language. The names given to 
these phenomena, were in reality the names of noou- 
'niena, of unseen powers. Zeus, and Jupiter, and 
Dyaush pM in Sanskrit, were not meant for the dead 
sky; they were names, at all events in the beginning, 
of an agent within or behind or beyond the sky. They 
were masculine names, not neuters. They represent, 
as I tried to show, the fimt attempt at grasping that 
Infinite which underlies all our finite perceptions, 
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and at n am i n g the Supernattiral, as manifested in the 
Natural. They are the first steps which led in the 
end to a faith in God, as revealed in Nature. 

What I chiefly wished to establish by means of the 
evidence so unexpectedly supplied to us in the hymns 
of the Eig-veda was the simplicity and almost ne- 
cessity of Physical Religion, or of the discovery of 
God in nature. Given man, such as he is, not, of 
course, as a tabula ram, but as endowed with reason 
and language, and ai'med with the so-called categories 
of the understanding ; and given nature, such as it is, 
not as a chaos, hut as a text that can be construed, 
what we call Physical Religion, a naming of and 
believing in Agents behind the great drama of nature, 
was inevitable, and, being inevitable, was, for the time 
being, true. 

One atrent iu STatuxe. 

But it was true as a first step only in an unbroken 
chain of intellectual evolutiosi, for it was soon recog- 
nised that these various agents were really doing one 
and the same work, whether their presence was per- 
ceived in the sky, or in the siin, or in the fire, or in the, 
storm-wind. Hence the various names of these agents, 
the D e vas or the Bright ones, as they were called, were 
recognised after a time by the more thoughtful poets, as 
names of one all-powerful Agent, no longer a mere 
Deva by the side of other Devas, but the Lord, the 
Lord of all created things, hence called Pra^&pati, 
the universal Will, hence called Brahma, and, in 
the end, the eternal Self of the objective world, as 
recognised by the Self of the subjective world, the 
Atman of the VedS.nta philosophy. 
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We also examined the different epithets that were 
assigned to the Devas, and to Him who was recognised 
in the end as above all Devas, and we found that they 
closely corresponded to the attributes of God in our 
own religion. If there are any other divine attributes, 
supposed to be beyond the reach of natural religion, 
all we can say is that they should he pointed out, so 
that we may determine, once for all, whether they 
can or whether they cannot be matched even in so 
primitive a religion as that of the Veda. 

If then so much of our religious knowledge, and 
more particularly our concept of God as the all- 
powerful Agent in nature, which was believed to be 
beyond the reach of the unassisted human intellect, 
or supernatural in its origin, has been proved to 
be perfectly natural, nay inevitable, have we lost 
anything ? 

CxaTlntr for the BurernaturAl. 

I see nothing that has been lost, and I see much 
that has been gained. Like the Copernican dis- 
covery, this discovery also will teach us both humility 
and gratitude, humility on learning that other people 
also were not left in utter darkness as to what lies 
beyond this finite world, gratitude for that we have 
been spared many of the struggles through which 
other people had to pass in their search after God. 

Unfortunately, it is still -with many of us, as it was 
with the Jews of old. They were always hankering 
for something exclusive and exceptional, for some- 
thing supernatural and miraculous. They alone, they 
thought, were the chosen people of God. They would 
not believe, unless they saw signs and wonders, 
(2) z 
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designed for their special benefit, while they remained 
blind to the true signs and wonders that appealed to 
them on every side. 

And yet the founders of the three greatest religions 
of the world, however much they may differ on other 
points, are unanimous on o»ie point, namely in their 
condemnation of this hankering after the miraculous, 
and after the supernatural, falsely so called. 

KlrooleB oondamnad by BIohamiOBd. 

Orthodox Mohammedans delight in relating the 
miracles wrought by Mohammed. But what does 
Mohammed say himself in the Kor&n 1 He expresses 
the strongest contempt of miracles, in the usual sense 
of that word, and he appeals to the true miracles, the 
great works of Allah in nature. And what are these 
great works of Allah, these true miracles of nature ? 

‘ The rising and setting of the sun,’ he says, ‘ the rain 
that fructifies the earth, and the plants that grow, we 
know not how.’ You see, the very phenomena of nature 
in which the Yedic poets discovered the presence of 
divine agents arc what Mohammed calls the great 
works of Allah. After that,-- Mohammed continues : 
‘I cannot show you signs and miracles, except what 
you see every day and every night. Signs are with 
God Here you see the true religious view of the 
world, which perceives the Supernatural in all things 
natural, and does not bargain for special miracles 
before it will believe. 

* See Lane Poole, I7ie Speeches of Mohammed, p. 64 : ‘ Nothing hin- 
dored opr sending thoe with signs but that the people of yore 
called them lies.’ ‘ Verily in the alternations of the night and the 
day, and in all that God created in the heavens and the earth, are 
si^os to a God-fearing folk,' p. 83. 
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UlraclaB oondsiuned hy Buddlia. 

No religion, as handed down to us, is so full of 
miracles as Buddhism. The Brahmans also, the pre- 
decessors of the Buddhists, were staunch believers 
in every kind of miracle. When Buddhism became 
a rival faith in India, the Br8,hmans twitted the 
Buddhists with not being able to perform such miracle.s 
as they performed, and ^till profess to perform. But 
what did Buddha say to his disciples, when they asked 
hie permission to perform such miracles, as making 
_seeds to sprout, healing diseases, sitting in the air, or 
ascending to the clouds ? At one time he does not 
seem to question the possibility of acquiring super- 
natural powers (iddhi), but he says that the only way 
to them lies through the eightfold noble path, as it were, 
through much prayer and fasting. At other times he 
forbids his disciples to do anything of tho kind, but 
he allows them instead to perform one miracle, which 
may be called the greatest moral miracle. ‘ Hide your 
good deeds,' he says, ‘and confess before the world 
the sins you have committed.’ That was in Buddha’, s 
eyes the only miracle which his disciples might safely 
be allowed to perform ; everything else he left to the 
Bi’Ahmans, who might perform signs and wonders to 
please and to deceive the multitude. 

Mlsacles oQnaeiuned 1)7 ClulBt. 

And what did the founder of Christianity say, when 
asked to perform miracles, in the sense ascribed to 
that word by the multitude ? ‘An evil and adulterous 
generation,’ he said, ‘ seeketh after a sign.’ And again, 

‘ Except ye see signs and wonders ye will not believe,’ 
Za 
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Such utterances from the founders of the three 
great religions should at all events make us pause 
and reflect what the true meaning of a miracle was in 
the beginning. It was not the supernatural forced 
and foisted into the natural; it was the natural 
perceived as the supernatural ; it was the reading of 
a new and deeper meaning both in the workings of 
nature and in the acts of inspired men ; it was the 
recognition of the Divine, reflected in the light of 
common day. 

A French philosopher and poet, Amiel, has tmly 
said: ‘A miracle depends for its existence far more 
on the subject who sees, than on the object that is 
seen. A mirade is a perception of the soul, the vision 
of the divine behind nature. There is no mirade for 
the indifferent. Religious souls only are capable of 
recognising the finger of Qod in certain events,’ 

And even Cardinal Newman admits that we might 
be satisfied with the popular view of a miracle, ‘ as on 
event which impresses upon the mind the immediate 
presence of the Moral Governor of the world ’ {Apo- 
logia, p. 305). Is it not dear then that in the eyes of 
those who believe in the omnipresence of the Moral 
Governor of the world, miracles, in the ordinary sense 
of the word, have become impossible, and that to them 
either every event is miraculous or no event can 
daim that name. Before the great mirade of the 
manifestation of God in nature, all other miracles 
vanish. There is but one eternal mirade, the reve- 
lation of the Infinite in the finite. 
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Tlve Supernatural os Natural. 

But while on one aide a study of Natural Eeligion 
teaches us that much of what we are inclined to class 
as natural, to accept as a matter of course, nay to pass 
by as unmeaning, is in reality full of meaning, is full 
of God, is, in fact, truly miraculous, it also opens our 
eyes to another fact, namely that many things which 
we are inclined to class as supernatural, ai-e in reality 
perfectly natural, perfectly intelligible, nay inevitable, 
in the growth of every religion. 

Thus it has been the chief object of my lectures to 
show that the concept of God arises by nece.ssity in 
the human mind, and is not, as so many theologians 
will have it, the result of one special disclosure, 
granted to Jews and Christians only. It seems to 
mo hupossiblo to resist this copviotion, when a com- 
parative study of the great religions of the world 
shows us that the highest attributes which wo claim 
for the Deity are likewise ascribed to it by the Sacred 
Books of other relisrions. 

This is either a fact or no fact, and, if it is a fact, 
no conscientious scholar would in our days try to 
explain it away by saying that the poets of the Veda, 
for instance, had borrowed their concept of God and 
His essential attributes from tbe Jews. 

I have never been able to understand the object of 
these futile endeavours. Do we lose anything, if we 
find that what we hold to be the most valuable truth 
is shared in and supported by millions of human 
beings? Ancient philosophers were, most anxious to 
support their own belief in God by tire unanimous 
testimony of mankind. They made the greatest 
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efforts to prove that there was no race so clegi’aded 
and barbarous as to be without a belief in something 
Divine. Some modern theologians, on the contrary, 
seem to grudge to all religions but their own the 
credit of having a pure and true, nay any concept of 
God at all, quite forgetful of the fact that a truth 
does not cease to be a truth because it is accepted 
universally. I know no heresy more dangerous ^to 
true religion than this denial that a true concept of 
God is within the reach of every human being, is, in 
fact, the common inheritance of mankind, however 
fearfully it may have been misused and profaned by 
Christian and non-Christian nations. 


Oommon elemeuta of all Bellgtons. Xhe Ten 
Oonimandmauts. 

And this universal, consensus is not restricted to 
the concept of God only. Many of the moral com- 
mandments, which we are ;aoouBtomed to consider aa 
communicated to mankind by a special revelation, 
such as the Ten Gommamdments, for instance, oeem-, 
sometimes in almost the same words, in the Sacred 
Books of other religions also. Instead of being 
surprised, or, what is still worse, being disappointed 
by that discovery, would it not be perfectly awful if 
it were otherwise 1 Or can anybody really pemuade 
himself that what we call the heathen-world had to 
wait and borrow from the Jews such commandments 
as ‘ Thou shalt not steal,’ ‘ Thou shalt not kill,’ ‘ Thou 
shalt not bear false witness ’? 

When people axe told that the Buddhists have their 
Ten Commandments, the Dasaslla, they are startled 
at once by the number ten. But we shall see that 



WHAT DOES IT LEAD TO? 


343 


this numher ten is a mere accident. The next step 
is to suppose that these Ton Commandments must 
have been boiTOwed from the Jews by some unknown 
subterraneous channel, or, as some will have it, that 
they constitute a fragment of that primeval revelation 
which, wo are assured, was given once and once only 
to the human race, but preserved in its entirety and 
purity by the Jews alone. All these are utterly 
futile defences, thrown up to guard against purely 
imaginary dangers. 

We have only to look at the so-called Ten Com- 
mandments of the Buddhists to see that they could 
not possibly have been borrowed from the Bible. 
They are divided into three classes ; five for the 
laity at largo, three more for what we should call 
religious people, and two more for the priests. Every 
man who callfl himself a follower of Buddha must 
vow — 

1. Not to destroy life. 

S. Not to steal. 

3. To abstain from all unchastity. 

4. Not to lie, deceive, or bear false witness. 

5. To abstain from intoxicating drinks, 

A layman of higher aspirations must promise in 
addition — 

6. Not to eat food at unseasonable times, that is, 
after the mid-day meal. 

7. Not to dance, not to sing light songs ; in fact, 
to avoid worldly dissipation. 

8. Not to wear any kind of ornament, not to use 
any scents or perfumes j in short, to avoid whatever 
tends to vanity. 

The priest, or as it would be more correct to render 
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Bhikshu, the friar or mendicant, has to obey two more 
commandments, viz. — 

9. To sleep on a hard and low couch. 

10. To live in voluntary poverty. 

You see at once how impossible it would be to 
suppose that the Buddhists had borrowed these ten 
commandments from the Ten Commandments of the 
Old Testament. The most essential commandments, 
no doubt, are there ; ‘ Thou shalt do no murder,’ 
‘Thou shalt not commit adultery,’ ‘Thou shalt not 
steal,’ ‘ Thou shalt not bear false witness against thy 
neighbour,’ and possibly, ‘ Thou shalt not covet.’ But 
does any student of the history of civilised or un- 
civilised nations really suppose that these command- 
ments required what is called a special revelation, and 
that they were not engraved on the tablets of the 
human heart, before they had been engraved on the 
tablets of stone on Mount Horeb ? 

And how could we account for the absence of the 
other commandments, some of them the most charac- 
teristic of the Decalogue? The fifth commandment, 
‘ Honour thy father and mother,’ is one that is often 
inculcated by Buddha in his numerous sermons, yet 
it finds no place in the Dasasila of the Buddhists ; 
while another religion, that of Confucius in China, 
may be said to be mainly founded on that command- 
ment, on what he calls filial piety, the honour paid by 
children to their fathers and mothers. 

In the Vedic literature we find nothing correspond- 
ing to the ten commandments. Nevertheless, all 
the essential commandments were known to the 
ancient Hindus quite as much as to the Jews and the 
Buddhists. Five of them are often comprehended 
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under the name of ‘ the summary of Manu’s laws for 
the four castes.’ These are (Manu X. 63) — 

1. Abstention from injuring. 

3. Veracity. 

3. Abstention from unlawfully appropriating. 

4. Purity. 

6. Control of the organs of sense. 

Hero the first commandment corresponds to the 
sixth in the Decalogue, and to the general command- 
ment of ahims^, not injuring, among the Buddhists. 
The second corresponds to the ninth of the Decalogue, 
the third to the eighth, the fifth to the seventh, while 
the fourth, which enjoins purity, cannot be matched 
in the Decalogue. But besides these five command- 
ments, there are four or five others which, in the Vedio 
literature, appear in the shape of the great sacred acts 
incumbent upon every member of society. These so- 
called Mah4yag’«as, as described in the BrS,hma«as 
(/Sat. Br. XI. 5, 6), consist of — 

1. Daily offering of Bali to the seven classes of 
beings (Bhfita-yag'wa). 

8. Daily gift of food to men (Manushya-yagraa). 

3. Daily offering to the Manes, accompanied by the 
exclamation Svadh^, which may consist even of a 
vessel with water only (Pitri-yap»7a). 

4. Daily oblation 'to the gods, accompanied by the 
exclamation Svfl,h^, which may consist of a piece of 
wood only (Deva-yaj^na). 

6. Daily recitation for the iZfshis (Brahma-yag'«a). 

Here we see that the worship of the gods, though 
not enjoined in the form of a command, is clearly 
implied, because the neglect of the five daily sacrifices 
entails sin. The daily offerings to the Manes are in 
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reality a continuation of the honour due to father and 
mother during life, while the daily giving of food to 
men and even to other beings implies, to a certain 
extent, the absence of covetousness which is enjoined 
in the last commandment of the Decalogue. 

There is, therefore, in the commandments of the 
BrSihmans both more and less than in the Ten Com- 
mandments. As the £rS,hmans had not arrived at 
the exclusive worship of one national God, and had 
never excelled in making images, the first command- 
ment not to worship other gods, and not to make 
graven images, is naturally absent in India. The 
danger of using the name of God in vain, seems 
likewise to have been unknown in Vedic times. 
The duty to honour father and mother is almost 
taken for granted, and when it is mentioned, it is 
generally joined with the command to honour the 
teachers also. On the other hand, the duty of kind- 
ness towards all men, and even towards animals, and 
lastly the duty of honouring the dead, are passed over 
in the Decalogue 

If Comparative Theology has taught us anything, 
it has taught that there is a common fund of trutli 
in all religions, dei'ived from a revelation that was 
neither confined to one nation, nor miraculous in the 
usual sense of that word, and that even minute coin- 
cidences between the dootrineSj nay, between the 
external accessories of various religions, need not be 
accounted for at once by disguised borrowings, but 
can be explained by other and more natural causes. 

Very often we find that what at first sight seems 

‘ See on all this Professor Lelst in his excellent work, Jw Oenttum, 
pp. 247-884. 
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identical in t-wo religions, is in reality not identical, 
when we succeed in tracing it back to its original 
source. Many of the similarities between the lives 
of Christ and Buddha, for instance-, of which we have 
heard so much of late, belong to that class. They 
are at first sight puzzling, nay startling, but they 
generally become quite natural, if subjected to the 
examination of a scholarlike criticism. 

SlmllBiEltlea between OlulBtlaiiitr and Buddblsm. 

I shall try to give you one specimen at least of 
what I mean by scholarlike criticism, for it is really 
high time that an end should be put to the uncritical 
mixing up of Buddhism and Christianity, which, if 
true, would upset nearly all we know of the real his- 
tory of the ancient religions of the world. As Buddhism 
is about five centuries older than Christianity, -it is 
Christianity only that could have been the borrower, 
if borrowing had taken place at all ; and I ask, by 
what historical channel could Buddhism have reached 
Palestine in the first century before our era? Bud- 
dhism is an historical religion, and so is Christianity. 
No one, I suppose, would "write about Christianity 
who has not read the New Testament. Why then 
should so many people write about Buddhism, without 
reading the Sacred Canon of the Buddhists, or, at least, 
those large portions of it which have been translated 
into English and published in my series of the ‘ Sacred 
Books of the East ’ ? Why should they instead read 
fanciful novels, or worse than imaginary accounts of 
Mahatmas and Theosophisis which, if they contain a 
few grains of Buddhism, contain tons of rubbish 
and trash? It is a shame to see so beautiful a re- 
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ligion as Buddliisni certainly is in many of its parts, 
misrepresented, caricatured, nay, degraded by many 
of those who call themselves Neo-buddhists or Theo- 
8ophists,and who by their own ignorance try to impose 
on the ignorance and credulity of the public. 

Let us take one instance. Mr. Oswald Felix writes, 
‘that according to the Lalita-Vistara, which is one of 
the Sacred Books of Buddhism, or, more correctly of 
Northern Buddhism or Bodhism, Buddha converted 
his first disciples, haK of them former]}^ followers of 
his precursor, Eudraka, while sitting under a fig-tree. 
The first disciples of Christ were scceders from the 
followers of John the Baptist, the precursor of the 
world-renouncing Messiah, “ I have seen you under 
the fig-tree,” says Jesus, when his converts introduce 
Nathanael. Nathanael then at once recants his doubts. 
Sitting under the sacred fig-tree is one of the mystic 
tokens of Buddhist Messiahship.’ 

So far Mr. Oswald Felix, who is, I must say, one 
of the more conscientious and fair-minded students of 
Buddhism. But let us now examine the case more 
closely, That the foundei-s of the Christian and 
Buddhist religions should both have had precursors, 
can hardly be called a very startling coincidence, 
particularly when we consider how different was the 
relation of John the Baptist to Chi-ist from that of 
Eudraka to Buddha. But that the Buddhist and 
the Christian Messiah should both have converted 
their disciples under a fig-tree, does sound strange, 
and, being without any apparent motive, would seem 
to require some explanation. If there was borrowing 
on this point between the two religions, it could only 
have been on the Ohiistian side, for Buddha died 
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477 B.O., and the Buddhist Canon was settled, as we 
saw, in the third century B.c. under king Asoka. 

But let UB look more carefully into this matter. 
That Buddha should be represented as sitting under 
a fig-tree is most natural in India. He was for a time 
a hermit. Hermits in India lived under the shelter 
of trees, and no tree in India gave better shelter than 
what we call the Indian fig-tree. Different Buddhas 
were supposed to have been sitting under different 
trees, and wei'e distinguished afterwards by the trees 
which they had chosen as their own. 

There would seem to be no similar explanation for 
Christ sitting and teaching under a fig-tree, and hence 
the conclusion that this account must have been bor- 
rowed fi’om the Buddhist scriptures seems not alto- 
gether um-easonable. The fig-tree in Palestine has 
little in common with the fig-tree in India, nor do 
we ever hear of Jewish Eabbis sitting under trees 
while teaching. 

But are we really told that Christ sat under a fig- 
tree? Certainly not. The words are, ‘Jesus answered 
and said unto him, “ Before that Philip called thee, 
when thou wert under the fig-tree, I saw thee.” ’ 
Where is then the coincidence, and where the necessity 
of admitting that the Christian story was borrowed 
from the Buddhists ? People who compare the gospels 
of Buddha and Christ ought at all events to be ac- 
quainted with the New Testament. Nathanael hap- 
pened to be under a fig-tree when he was first seen 
by Christ. That fig-tree was not an Indian fig-tree, 
nor was it the shelter under which Christ sat when 
choosing His disciples. 

Much as has been made of this, there seems to me 
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notTiing left that requires explanation, nothing to 
support the theory that two religions, so diametrically 
opposed to each other on the most essential points, 
could have borrowed such accounts one from the 
other, whether Buddhism from Christianity, or Chris- 
tianity from Buddhism. 

I do not mean to say that all similarities between 
Buddhism and Christianity have been fully accounted 
for as yet. It would not be honest to say so. All 
I say is that most of them have been, and that the 
rest are not such as to justify us in admitting an 
historical intercourse between India and Palestine 
before fhe rise of Christianity^. 

The real coincidences, not only between Christianity 
and Buddhism, but between all tho religions of the 
world, teach us a very different lesson. They teach 
us that all religions spring from the same soil — the 
human heart, that they all look to the same ideals, 
and that they are all surrormded by the same dangers 
and difficulties. Much that is represented to us as 
supernatural in the aimals of the ancient religions of 
the world becomes perfectly natural from this point 
of view. 

Sivtae oliarooter aacxl1]«a to the Founders of Bellglona. 

For ins&ce, the founders of most, if not of all reli- 
gions were after a time believed in as superior beings, 
as superhuman or divine, in the old-world sense of the 
word. An ordinary birth, therefore, was not considered 
sufficient, nor, in many instances, an ordin^y death. 
All this is perfectly natural, it is almost inevitable. 

If I say that it is almost inevitable, this might be 

’ See Appendix XV. 
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called a mere assertion or a theory, and the Science 
of Eeligion, as I have often said in my lectures, deals 
not in theories, but in facts only. These facts, which 
speak with a louder voice than any theories, are 
collected from historical documents, and it is in them 
that we must learn to study the origin and growth of 
religions, and all the accidents that befall them, when 
entrusted to the keeping of weak mortals, call them 
laymen or priests. 


Bnddlia’B Blxth. 

Let US begin with the birth of Buddha. At first 
it is no more than the birth of a prince, the son of the 
Eajah of Kapilavastu. He is certainly the first-born 
child of his mother, and it was in that sense that 
first-born childien were often called the children of 
virgin mothers. Thus even Moses is called in the 
Talmud the son of a virgin. When MahR-m9,yS,, the 
wife of king iSuddhodana, was near her confinement, 
we are told ^ that she expressed a wish to go to Deva- 
daha, the city of her own people. The king, saying, 
‘ It is good,’ consented, and had the road from Kapila- 
vastu to Devadaha made plain and decked with arches 
of plam-trees, and well-filled waterpots, and flags, and 
banners. And seating the queen in a golden palan- 
quin, carried by a thousand attendants, he sent her 
away with a great retinue. When approaching the 
Lumbinl grove, the queen was carried in, and when 
she came to the monarch Sal-tree of the glade, she 
wanted to take hold of a branch of it, and the branch 
bending down approached within reach of her hand. 
Stretching out her hand, she took hold of the branch, 

^ Seo BvMhist Sirth-Staries, p. 65. 
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and then standing, and holding the branch of the Sal- 
tree, she was delivered. 

This is as yet a very sober account of Buddha’s 
birth, and even what follows is not more than we 
should expect from an Oriental narrator. ‘Four pure- 
minded Mah^L-Brahma angels came there, biinging a 
golden net, and receiving the future Buddha on that 
net, they placed him before his mother, saying, “ Be 
joyful, 0 ladyl a mighty son is bom to thee.” Of 
course Buddha is bom pure and fair, and shining like 
a gem placed on fine muslin of Benai’es. Two showers 
of water came down from heaven to refresh mother 
and child 

But the plot thickens as we go on. We are told 
(p. 63) that the queen had had a dream in which the 
four archangels, the guardians of the world, lifted her 
up in a couch, caiTied her to the HimS,laya mountains, 
and placed her under the Great ^Sdld-tree. Then their 
queens took her to the lake Anotatta, bathed, dressed, 
and anointed her, and laid her on a couch in the 

^ It aaems a curious coincidence that according to the Koran the 
mother of Jesus, like the mother of Buddim, was delivered while 
standing under a tree, and that water should have sti-camed forth 
for the benefit of mother and child. Seo the Qurkn, translated hy 
Palmer, S. £. B., vol, ix. p. 28 : * And the labour pains came upon her 
at the trunk of a palm-tree, and she said, “ 0 that I had died before 
this, and been forgotten out of mind I" and ho called to her from 
beneath her, " Grieve not, for thy Lord has placed a stream beneath 
thy feet ; and shake towards thee the trunk of the palm-tree, it will 
drop upon thee fresh dates fit to gother ; so oat, and drink, and 
cheer thine eye j and if thou shouldst seo any mortal, say, ‘ Verily, 
1 have vowed to the Merciful One a fast, and I will not speak to- 
day with a human being.’ ” ’ Seo also G. Biiach, Vie Jeausmythen cles 
Islam, in TheologischeStiidim unci KriHken, 1878, pp. i37 scg. He points 
out that in the Emng. infanliae the child Jesus, on the third day of the 
Plight into Egypt, caused a palm-tree to bend down its fruit-laden 
branclies into the hands of Mary, and a spring of water to issue 
from its roots. 
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golden mansion of the Silver Hill. Thei’e she saw 
the future Buddha, who had become a superb white 
elephant, ascending the Silver Hill; entering the 
golden mansion, and after thrice doing obeisance, 
gently striking her right side and seeming to enter 
her womb. 

This was at fii-st a dream only, but it was sooii 
changed into a reality. In later accounts we are 
told that Buddha really entered his mother’s right side 
as a white elephant, and this incarnation has become 
one of the favourite scenes in Buddhist sculptures. 

At the time of this wonderful incarnation, we are 
further told that the worlds shook, and that an im- 
measurable light appeared in the ten thousand worlds ! 
The blind received tlreir sight, as if from very longing 
to behold his glory. The deaf heard the noise. The 
dumb spake one with another. The crooked became 
straight. The lame walked 

These miraculous stox'ies connected with the birth 
of Buddha are all the more surprising in Buddhism, 
because they seem so objectless. They are never used 
as a proof of Buddha’s divine character, for Buddha’s 
was high above all gods, nor are they quoted in sup- 
port of the truth of the doctrines which he preached 
later in life. When we think of the exalted ohai’acter 
of Buddha’s teaching, we wonder what he would have 
said if he could have seen the fabulous stories of his 
birth and childhood. 

Sixth of Uah&vixa. 

Still more extraordinary is the birth of Buddha’s 
contemporary, Mahavira, the reputed founder of 

^ For the reet of this quotation, seo Appendix XV, p, 393. 

(2) A a 



354 


LEOTURE XIV. 


ffainism I After Ms first inoaimtion, he is actually 
transferred from one mother, who belonged to the 
caste of the BrS,hmans, to another who belonged to 
the caste of the Kshatriyas, because — and this is very 
significant — the Kshatriyas were then considered as 
more noble than the Brfilimans, And when at last 
he is bom, there is a divine lustre originated by many 
descending and ascending gods and goddesses, and in 
the universe, resplendent with one light, the conflux 
of gods occasioned great confusion and noise. In that 
night in which the venerable ascetic Mah&vira was 
born, many demons in Vaisramawa’s service, belonging 
to the animal world, rained down on the palace of 
king Siddhirtha one great shower of silver, gold, 
diamonds, clothes, ornaments, leaves, flowers, fruits, 
seeds, garlands, perfumes, sandal, powder, and riches. 

It is the story of Buddha, only carried to greater 
extremes. 


Uolianuiied’s Birth. 

We saw before how opposed Mohammed was to all 
miracles, falsely so called. But in the later accounts 
of his life we read of many miraculous events wMch 
accompanied his birth. We are told® that a Jew in 
Jathrib (Medina) called his fiiends together bn the 
moiTOW after Mohammed’s biiih, and said to them: 
‘This night the star has risen under which Ahmed 
will be bom.’ Before Ms birth a spirit appeared to 
his mother, Amina, saying *. ‘ Thy child will be. the 
lord of this people. Say at his birth, " I place him 
under the protection of the Only One against the 

‘ OnlnB-sCtras, in 3. B. E,, vol, xxii. pp. 191, 261. 

^ See Erebl, Dos L^en (les MoJiammecl, p. 1. 



WHAT DOES IT LEAD TO? 


365 


wickedness of all enviers, and I call Mm Mohammed.” 
While she was with child, she is said to have seen a 
light which spread its rays from her, so that one could 
see by its lustre the castles of Busra in Syria. 

Some Mohammedans now go so far as to believe 
that ‘when the prophet was born, the gods and 
goddesses and saints of heaven descended upon the 
earth, praised and saluted him, and thanked his 
mother Amina.’ Again, one feels tempted to ask 
what Mohammed himself would have said to such 
gods and goddesses descending from heaven, he whose 
cMef doctrine was that there is but one God, and 
Mohammed His prophet. 

Otlier PiopIiBtB. 

But these superstitions are not confined to Buddha 
and Mahftvira, both born in the sixth century D,o., or 
to Mohammed, who was bom in the sixth century a.d. 
In much more modern times, and in the broad day- 
light of histoiy, the same stories spring up and are 
believed. Nhnak, for instance, was the founder of 
the Sikh religion ; he lived in the sixteenth century, 
and was a contemporary of our reformers. Yet we 
read of Mm that when he was born (a.d. 1469, April- 
May), in a moonlight night at an early hour, while 
yet about a watch of the mght was remaining, un- 
beaten sounds were produced at the gate of the Lord, 
thiity-three crores of gods paid homage, the sixty- 
four Yoginis, the fifty-two heroes, the six ascetics, 
the eighty-foui’ Siddhas, the nine Nfi.thas, all paid 
homage, because a great devotee has come to save 
the world 

* See Trumpp, Aii-Oranth, pp. ii, vii, IL. 

A a a 
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JiTaitanya, the founder of one of the most populai’ 
modem systems of religion in India, is a still later 
and perfectly historical character. He was born in 
1485. Yet his birth also could not escape the miracu- 
lous halo which is considered essential to every founder 
of a new religion or of a new sect. At his biith also, as 
his followers assure us, ‘men from all sides began to 
send presents. SaM, his mother, saw in the heavens 
beings with spiritual bodies making adoration. There 
was an eclipse when the child was born, and the men 
of the world shouted aloud. The women also cried 
the name of Haii, and made sounds of Hooloos. The 
saints of heaven danced and played music with joy’-.’ 

These are facts, — I do not mean the miracles them- 
selves, but the poetical tendency of man which, with- 
out any thought of fraud, is led on irresistibly to these 
imaginary representations of the birth of great heroes 
and prophets even of those who were themselves 
most opposed to the idea of appealing to signs and 
wonders in support of the truth of their doctxines. 

The Birth of Christ. 

• Should we hesitate then to assign the same origin 
to the accounts of the birth of Christ which were 
preserved in some of the. Apocryphal Gospels, while 
some of them have actually found then’ way, we do 
not know through what channels, into two of our 
Synoptical Gospels ? 

When we think of the exalted character of Chiist’s 

‘ Asiatic Scseanhes, x-vi. p. 111. 

‘ Similar cotes are mentidued by E, Carpenter in The Synoptic 
Gospds, pp. 262 sell. 
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teaching, may we not ask onraelves once more, What 
would He have said if He had seen the fabulous 
stories of His birth and childhood, or if He had 
thought that His divine chai’acter would ever be made 
to depend on the historical truth of the EvangeMa 
Infantiae ? 


Signs ohangea to Miracles. 

It is due to the same psychological necessities of 
human nature, under the inspiring influence of reli- 
gious enthusiasm, that so many of the true signs and 
wonders performed by the founders of religion have so 
often been exaggerated, and, in spite of the strongest 
protests of these founders themselves, degraded into 
mere jugglery. It is true that all this does not form 
an essential element of religion, as we now understand 
religion. Miracles are no longer used as arguments in 
support of the truth of religious doctrines. Miracles 
have often been called helps to faith, but they have 
as often proved stumbling-blocks to faith, and no one 
would in our days venture to say that the truth as 
taught by any religion must stand or fall with certain 
prodigious events which may or may not have hap- 
pened, which may or may not have been rightly 
apprehended by the followers of Buddha, Christ, or 
Mohammed. 


Dx. Boliext lies. 

Let me quote here the words of an eminent Scotch 
divine, whose memory is still widely loved and revered, 
I believe, the late Dr. Robert Lee, His Life, written 
by Dr. Story, is probably known to most of you. On 
one occasion, a gentleman undertook a long journey 
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to gain hia advice on a point that troubled him. He 
could not bring himself to a belief in the Christian 
miracles. ‘ I asked him,’ Dr. Lee said, ‘ if he believed 
the doctrines which the miracles were designed to 
recommend and iUuatrate.’ On receiving a reply in 
the affirmative, the wise spiritual guide added : ' Then 
for you, belief in the miracles themselves is 'un- 
necessary. To lead to such belief was their purpose ; 
it is sufficient, if that is attained.’ 

Far more important, however, than the discovery of 
a number of outward coincidences between the miracles 
of vai'ious reUgions, is another lesson which a com- 
parative study of the reli^ons of the wdrld has taught 
us, namely, that there is a common fund of truth in 
the moat essential doctrines which they teach. 


The Highest Oommejidineiits. 

We saw before how the most important of the 
Ten Commandments could be traced in Buddhism and 
other religions of the world, while the idea that they 
must have been borrowed from the Jews was shown 
to be utterly untenable. 

But what has been proved with rpgard to the Ten 
Commandments of the Old Testament, is equally true 
with regard to the fundamental commandment of 
Christianity, ‘Love thy neighbour as thyself,’ has 
long been proved to form an integral part of that 
eternal religion which has never been quite extinct in 
the human heart, and has found utterance, more or 
less perfect, by the mouths of many prophets, poets, 
and philosophers. 

I shall here quote one instance only. W e read in the 
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Confucian. Analecta, XV. 23^ ‘Tsze-kung asked, saying, 
“Is there one word which may serve as a rule of 
practice for aU one’s life ? ” The Master said : “ Is not 
reciprocity such a word? What you do not want 
done to yourself, do not do to others.” ’ 

How difficult Confucius considered this rule of 
life, is shown in the same Analects, V. 11. Here 
Tsze-kung is introduced as saying, ‘ What I do not 
wish men to do to me, I also wish not to do to men.’ 
But the Master replied : ‘Tsze, you have not attained 
to that.’ 

The Talmud says that when a man once asked 
Shamai to teach him the Law in one lesson, Shamai 
drove him away in anger. He then went to Hillel 
with the same request. Hillel said, ‘ Do unto others 
as you would have others do unto you. This is the 
whole Law ; the rest, merely commentaries upon it®.’ 

But we may go one step further- stiU. The com- 
mandment, not only to love our neighbour, but to 
love our enemy, and to retur-n good-for evil, the most 
sublime doctrine of Christianity, so sublime, indeed, 
that Christians themselves have declared it to be too 
high for this world, can be shown to belong to that 
universal code of faith and morality from which the 
greatest religions have drawn their sti-ength and life. 

Let me fii-st quote the words of Christ®: ‘You 
have heard that it hath been said. Thou shalt love 
thy neighbour, and hate thine enemy. 

‘ But I say unto you, Love your enemies, bless them 
that curse you, do good to them that hate you, and 


' Legge, The Life awl Teachings of Confucius, p. 111. 

“ See Sir John Lubbock, I7i« Pleasures qf Life, voi. ii. pp. 2-26. 
“ St. Matthevr v. 43. 
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pray for them which despitefully use you and perse- 
cute you. 

‘That you may he the children of your Father 
which is in heaven ; for he maketh his sun to rise on 
the evil and on the good, and sendeth rain on the just 
and the unjust.’ 

Let us now consult a religion which cannot possibly 
he suspected of having borrowed anything from 
Christianity. Let us take Taoism, one of the three 
great religions of China, such as we Icnow it from the 
writings of Lao-tze, who lived about 600 b.c. His 
birth also, you may remember, was represented as 
very miraculous, more miraculous perhaps than that 
of any other religious teacher. As I explained in my 
first course of Giflbrd Lectures, Lao-tze was believed to 
have been seventy years old when he was born, and 
to have actually come into the world with a head of 
grey hair^. Yet all this was probably not meant 
to convey more than that Lao-tze was a wise child, 
as wise as a man of seventy. 

In chapter' sixty-three of the Tao-te-king, Lao-tze 
says in so many words: ‘Recompense injury with 
kindness;’ or, as Julien translates, ‘II venge ses 
injures par des bienfaits 

How widely spread and how old this doctrine 
must have been in China, we may gather from some 
curious remarks made by Confucius, the contemporary 
of Lao-tze, and the founder or reformer of the national 
religion of China. In the Analects ® (bk. xiv. o. 36), we 
read : 

' It was believod that Moses addressed his mother soon after his 
birth. See Thllo, Codex Ajpocryphus Novi Testamonti, p. 146 ; EOsch, 
. i, e., p. 48a. 

’ Balfour, Xts IHvine Claaelc ofNanSm, p. xix. 

’ Legge, 1. c., p. 113. 



AVHAT DOES IT LEAD TO? 


361 


' Some one said, “ What do you say concerning 
the principle that injury should he recompensed with 
kindness ? ” The Master said : “ With what then will 
you recompense kindness ? ” Recompense injury with 
justice, and kindness with kindness.’ 

This is evidently the language of a philosopher 
rather than of a religious teacher. Confucius seems 
to have perceived that to love oijr enemies is almost 
beyond human nature, and he declares himself satisfied 
therefore with demanding justice to our enemies — and 
who does not know how difficult it is to fulfil even 
that commandment? 

However, the true prophets who thought not so 
much of what men are as what men ought to be, 
insisted on love, or, at all events, on pity for our 
enemies, as the highest virtue. Thus Buddha said : 
‘Let a man overcome evil by good; let him over- 
come the greedy^ by liberality, the liar by truth. . . 
For hatred does not cease by hatred at any time ; 
hatred ceases by love; this is an old inde'^.’ 

Remark here again the same expression, that the 
commandment to overcome hatred by love is an old 
nile in the eyes of Buddha, as it was in the eyes of 
Confucius. What then becomes of the attempts to 
show that the doctrine of love towards our enemies 
must have been borrowed, wherever we find it, from 
the New Testament, as if that doctrine would become 
less true, because other religions also teach it, or 
because it had been revealed, in the truest sense of 
that word, to all who had eyes to see and hearts to 
love. It is truth that makes revelation, not revelation 
that makes truth. 

* Dhammapatta XVII. 223, in S. B. vol. x. p. 58 ; Jutuku Tales, 
hy Morris, p. 7. 
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So far from trying by more or less specious argu- 
ments to claim this doctrine as the exclusive propei’ty 
of Christianity, we should rather vrelcome it, wherever 
we meet it. 

The Hitopadesa, a Sanskrit collection of fables, is, in 
the form in which we possess it, certainly far more 
modem than the New Testament. But if we read 
there : 

Bar thy dooi' not to the stranger, be he friend or be he foe, 

For the tree will shade the woodman, while his axe does lay 
it low,' 

is there any reason why we should say that it must 
have been borrowed from Christian sources? The 
same idea meets us again and again with varying 
metaphors taken from natui-e, such as it was in India, 
and nowhere else. The sandal-wood tree was a tree 
peculiar to India, and thus the Indian poet telle us 
to love our enemies as the sandal tree sheds perfume 
on the axe that feUs it. 

Hafiz, one of the greatest poets of Persia, might, no 
doubt, have taken his thoughts fi-om the New Testa- 
ment. But, as Sir William Jones remarks, there is 
not the shadow of reason for supposing that the poet 
of Shiraz bad borrowed his doctrine from the Chris- 
tians \ This is a translation of some of his verses : 

‘Learn from yon orient shell to love thy foe, 

And store with pearls the hand that brings thee woe : 
Free, like yon rook, from base vindictive pride, 

Imblaze with gems the yrrist that rends thy side : 

Mark, where yon tree rewords the stony shower 
With fruit neotareous, or the balmy flower; 

All nature calls aloud. Shall man do less 
Than heal the smiter and tlie roller bless?’ 

* The Works 0 / Sir William Jones, 1807, vol. iii. p. 243. 
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I have no time left to quote other instances, all 
showing that this, the highest truth of Christianity, 
had been reached independently by what we call the 
pagan religions of the world. When I call it the 
highest truth of Christianity, I am but quoting the 
language of well-known theologians who declare that 
this is the most sublime piece of morality ever given 
to man, and that this one precept is a sufficient proof 
of the holiness of the Gospel and of the truth of the 
Christian religion. 

So, no doubt, it is. But what shall we say then of 
the pagan religions which teach exactly the same 
doctrine ? 

Shall we say they borrowed it from Christianity ? 

That would be doing violence to history. 

Shall we say that, though they use the same words, 
they did not mean the same thing? 

That would he doing violence to our sense of truth. 

Oonolttsion. 

Why not accept the facts such as they are? At first, 
I quite admit, some of the facts which I have quoted 
in my lectures are startling and disturbing. But, 
like most facts which startle us from a distance, they 
lose their terror when we look tl^em in the face, nay, they 
often prove a very Godsend to those who are honestly 
grappling with the difficulties of which religion is 
full. Anyhow, they are facts that must be met, that 
cannot be ignored. And why should they be ignored? 
To those who see no difficulties in their own religion, 
the study of other religions will create no new diffi- 
culties. It will only help them to appreciate more 
fully what they already possess. For with all that I 
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have said in order to show that other religions also 
contain all that is necessary for salvation, it would he 
simply dishonest on my part wore I to hide my 
conviction that the religion taught by Christ, and 
free as yet from all ecclesiastical fences and intrench- 
ments, is the beat, the purest, the truest religion the 
world has ever seen. When I look at the world as it 
is, I often say that we seem to be living two thousand 
years before, not after Christ. 

To others again, whose very faith is founded on 
honest doubt, the study of other religions will prove 
of immense service. If, in my present course of 
lectures, I have proved no more than that the concept 
of God, in its progress from the imperfect to the more 
and more perfect, constitutes the inalienable birth- 
right of man j that, without any special revelation, it 
was revealed to every human being, endowed with 
sense, with reason, and language, by the manifestation 
of God in Nature ; and that the admission of, and the 
belief in a real Agent in all the works of nature is 
found under various and sometimes strange disguises 
in all the religions of the world; if, I say, I have 
succeeded in proving this by facts, by facts taken 
from the Sacred Books of all nations, then my labour 
has not been in vain. We can now repeat the words 
which have been settled for us centuries ago, and 
which we have learnt by heart in our childhood — ‘ I 
believe in God the Father, Maker of heaven and earth,’ 
with a new feeling, with the conviction that they 
express, not only the fmth of the apostles, or of 
oecumenical councils, but that they contain the Con- 
fession of Faith of the whole world, expressed in 
diiferent ways, conveyed in thousands of languages. 
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but always embodying the same fundamental truth. 
I call it fundamental, because it is founded in the 
very nature of our mind, our reason, and our language, 
on a simple and ineradicable conviction that where 
there are acts there must be agents, and in the end, 
one Prime Agent, whom man may know, not indeed 
in his own insci'utable essence, yet in his acts, as 
revealed in nature. 

You may have wondered why in these lectures on 
Physical Religion I should have so often appealed to 
the Veda, the sacred book of the Brahmans. It was 
because nowhere else can we watch the natural evolu- 
tion of the concept of God, as the Prime Agent of the 
world, better than in these ancient hymns. I have 
quoted many passages frbm them, showing how the 
simple observers of nature in India discovered the 
presence of supernatural agents in the fire, the storm- 
wind, the sky, the dawn, and the sun; how they 
called them by many names, but most frequently by 
that of deva, and how this name dev a, meaning 
originally bright, after being applied to the brightness 
of the dawn, the sun, the sky, and the fire, became 
in the end to mean divine, is, in fact, the same word 
which we still use, as Dem, God. 

Let me finish by one more quotation from the same 
Veda, showing how these early observers of nature in 
India wei-e not satisfied with a belief in many Devas, 
in many bright and beneficent agents, but were led on 
irresistibly to a belief in one Prime Agent, in one 
God. It is a precious line, and I shall quote it first in 
the original Sanskrit, as it may have been recited, 
three thousand years ago, in the silent groves watered 
by the waves of the sacred river Sorasvati : — 
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Y&h deviSsha adhi devdfe dka/i ^stt. 

‘^e who above the gods, was the one God'.' 

Unless the whole chronology of Sanskrit literature 
is Avrong, that line was composed in the north of 
India at least 1000 b.c. It was not the result of what 
historians mean hy a special or supernatural revela- 
tion. It was the natural outcome of man’s thoughts, 
such as they had been ftishioned in response to the 
impressions of nature. There was nothing artificial 
in it : it was simply what man could not help saying, 
being what he was, and seeing what he saw. If, as 
some philosophers tell us, man was wrong in this 
belief in God, then all we can say is that the whole 
world is a fraud, but a fraud beyond the ingenuity 
of any human detective. 

I say once more, in conclusion., what I have often 
said in the course of these lectures, — the Science of 
Religion has to deal with facts, not with theories. 
The line from the Veda with which I close these 
lectures is a fact. It proves as a fact what I wished 
to establish, that the human mind, such as it is, and 
unassisted by any mii'acles except the eternal miracles 
of nature, chd arrive at the concept of God in its 
highest and purest form, did arrive at some of the 
fundamental doctrines of our own religion. Whatever 
‘the impregnable rock of scripture truth’ may he, 
here we have ‘the impregimhle rock of eternal and 
universal truth.’ ‘ Thei'e is a God above all the gods,’ 
whatever their names, whatever their concepts may 
have been in the progress of the ages and in the 
growth of the human mind. Whoever will ponder on 


> Kg-veda X. 121, 8. 
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that fact in all its hearings, will discover in time that 
a comparative study of the religions of the world has 
lessons to teach us which the study of no single 
religion by itself can possibly teach, and that Lord 
Gifford’s idea of founding Chairs of Natural Eeligion 
in the Universities of Scotland showed greater wisdom 
and a truer appreciation of the signs of the times than 
some of his critics have given him credit for. 
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AHE PAETHUNS, PEBSIANS, AND BACTBIAHS 
MENTIONED IN THE VEDA? 

The FsxtMaus. 

We hear of a Veclio poet (VI. 27, 8) praieiug the llherality 
of the Pdrthavas. But what proof is there that these were 
the ancestors of the Parthians, and wliat evidence that the 
Paiiliians had reached the frontiers of India at that early 
time? P»'jthu is a familiar name of royal personages in 
Indian literature, and so is Partha. Pnthu and Prithi 
oocur as names of Vedio Eishis. Why then may not the 
Pfl,rthavns he simply the people of Prithu ? See Taitt. Br. 
I. 7, 7, 4 ; Natap. Bi-. Y. 3, 5, 4. 


The Pertriaits. 

The Persians have been suspected behind the name of 
Parsn and P&rasavya. We read in B,v. YIII. 6, 4G : 

iSat4m ahim Tirindii'e sahdsi'am Pdrsau £ dade radh&msi 
Y^dvan&m. 

The poet, after praising the greatness of Indra, records a 
gift which he has received for his services, and says : 

‘I have token a hundred with Tirindira, a thousand with 
the Parau, presents of the Yfidvas.’ 

Whether Tirindira and Parsu were the same person seems 
doubtful, though the Indian tradition has evidently taken 
(2) B b 
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them in that sense But what evidence is here for taking 
Tirindii-a Parsu for Tirindira, the Persian 1 A similarity of 
sound exists, no douht, between Tirindira and either Tira- 
bazos (Ludwig) or Tiridates (Weber), but Parsu never occurs 
elsewhere in the sense of a Persian, and in the old names 
for Persia we never meet with a final u *. It seems difficult 
on such evidence to bring Persians near the Ponyab about 
1000 B. C.» 

Another name, Balhika, which occurs in the AtharVa- 
veda, V. 22, 9, has been pointed out as possibly showing an 
acquaintance of the author of that verse with the Bactrians. 
This name occurs frequently in later Sanskrit works as 
Balhtka. Now the original name of Bactria is BdkJiiri in 
the cuneiform inscriptions, Bdkkdhi in the Avestn, Baktra in 
Herodotus. It is said that the change to B&hr and Balil, 
the latter occurring in Moses of Choreue, could not have 
taken place till about the beginning of the Christian era. 
This would bring the date of this verse in the Atharvo-veda 
down to a very late date, provided always that Balhika is 
meant for the people of Bactria, provided also that the 
phonetic change can really be fixed chronologically, as Pro- 
fessor Mbldeke maintains. BaUeh is the form used by Arabic 
writers for Bactria. 

^ In the sanhhayana Srauta Sutra XVI. 11, 20 we read — 

Yatsali KCayas Tirindire 
Firsuavye sanim BssCna. 

’ Ludwig quotes Faisaa from the obelisk of Salmaneser (865 b.c.). 

’ InBv, X. 86, 23, pArsuft ha n^ma mftnavf, Farsu is used as a 
proper name. In I. 106, 8, X. 33, 2, pArsavaft may mean the ribs. 
A ourlouB compound occurs in YII. 83, 1, pn'thu-pArsava/i, but this 
has nothing to do with cither Fi^thians or Persians, but seems to 
mean either with broad ribs or with broad weapons. Parsu, mean- 
ing a rib, then a bent knife, a sickle, probably originally of bone, 
exists in a fuller form as parasd, the Greek viXacvs. If this word, 
as has been supposed by Dr. Hommel, is the same as the Sumerian 
baiag, the Babylon-Assyrian pilakku, which seems doubtful, we 
should have to admit that the Samerians borrowed the word and 
the weapon from Didia. For halag, as far as we know, has no ety- 
mology In Sumerian, while parasd has a history in Sanskrit. 
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P. 26. 

SKYLAX AND THE PAKTYE3, THE PASHTTJ OE AFBHANS, 

There were several writers of the name of Skylax, ■which, 
considering its meaning, is rather strange. The Periplns or 
Circumnavigation of Europe, Asia, and Libya, ascribed to 
Skylax, is a modern •work and does not contain anytliiiig 
about India. Amidst all the confusion, however, ■ that has 
gathered round the name of Skylax, two facts stand out, one 
recca’ded by Herodotus, the other by Aristotle. Aristotle “ 
knew of a Skylax, and that he had stated that among the 
Indians the kings are taller than the rest of the people. 
And Hei’odotus” tells us that when Darius Hystaspes (621- 
486) wished to know where the river Indus fell into the seo, 
he sent a naval expedition, and also Skylox, a man of 
Karynnda. ‘ The ships,’ he continues, ‘ started from Kaspa- 
tyros and the land of Paktyilca down the river toward the 
east and the rising of the sun to the sea ; then sailing on 
the sea westward, they arrived in the thirtieth month at the 
place where the king of Egypt despatched the Phenicians, 
whom I before mentioned, to sail round Libya. After these 
persons had sailed round, Darius subdued the Indians, and 
frequented this sea.’ 

There are some facts in this statement of Herodotus which 
deserve more attention than they have hitherto received. 
First of all, there . is no reason to doubt what he says about 
Skylax, and though Herodotus does not refer to an actual 

* Qeograph. Breed Miticres (Didot), vol. i. p. 16. 

“ Polit. vii. 13, 1, &<rirep ie 'lj/do!i SiciKai (tvai reia fiamXhr 
roaoirov 3t(ut>iporTae rSni ipxepiwv- ... It is curious that in tbs 
Periplns it is said of the Ethioptos, *oi Paai\eia nMi' oSros, it iv 

piytffTot. 

’-Herod, iv. 44. 


Bba 
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took written by him — ^he seldom refers to books — we know 
at all events that Herodotus knew the name of 'Ivbat or In- 
dians, the name of KaajMtyros, and the name of Pahtyika. 
These are facts and names full of meaning. The name of 
’ivSoi' was mentioned first by Hekataeos, a century before 
Herodotus, The name Paktyika, however, is new, and 
seems to he the old name of the Afghans. The Afghans 
call themselves even now PasM4n in the West, PachtUn in 
the East, and this, by a regular Pr^kritio assimilation, would, 
as Trumpp * remarks, have become PatMn in Indian dialects. 
Whether the- Pakthas mentioned in the Rig-veda (VII. 
18, 7) are the same race must remain doubtful The per- 
sistence of some of these ancient national and local names, 
however, is quite marvellous, and shows a continuity of tra- 
dition even in places where we should least expect it. The 
old seats of the Paktyes seem to have extended westward 
into Aracbosia and there they would really have been part 
of the Persian Empire^. Herodotus also tells us that Paktyes 
served in the Persian army. 

Still more curious, however, is the name of the town Kas- 
patyros, if known to Skylax. Everybody seems agreed that 
Herodotus wrote Kmpaiyros by mistake for Kaapwpyroa, 
which is the name, used by Hekataeos, for what he calls 
Vav&api<fi jrAis, 'SkvOSiv i. e. a town of the Gandari, the- 
limit of the Scythians. In pyros of Kaapa-iryros, the' 
Sanskrit word pur a, town, has been discovered, 

Lassen (I“. p. 515) and others after him have attempted 
to identify these Paktyes (Pakhtn) with Pahlava, a name of 
the ancient Persians, and to trace that name back to Pers. 
palM, side, Sk. parsu. But Quatrem^re seems to me to 

* Trumpp, Grammar (ifihe Fado (1873), p. xv. 

’ See Zimmer, Indiaches Leben, p. 430. 

* Trumpp, 1. c., p. xUi, 

* Iialffien, I*, p. S09. 
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have proved that Pahlava was really the old name of the 
Partliians. The name of Farthia occurs in the iuseriptions 
of Darius and in Herodotus as the name of the province of 
Chorasan, so far as it belongs to Persia. Ardawan, the last 
king of Parthia, is called the Pahlavl, by Tabari, and 
Olshausen considered the Pehlevi language and alphabet as 
Parthian. Eh and Ih, hr and hi, in Persian often represent 
an original rth and rt, e. g. piM, bridge ; pu^dum^ 

Sk. prathama, first, and NSldeke, as we saw, tried to prove 
that this phonetic change took place in the first century a. d. 
In that case no Sanskrit text in which Pahlava occurs — it 
does not occur in the Eig-veda — could be earlier than that 
date. Pahlava occurs in the Girnfi,r inscription of Eudra- 
diman, which, as Bttliler and Fleet have shewn, is dated 
21-22 A.D.1 


APPENDIX III, 
P. 81. 


BUDDHIST riLGHllIS ACQUAINTED WITH THE VEDA. 

Hiouen-thsang’s Life and Travels were first made known 
through Stanislas Julien, in his great work. Voyages des PeU- 
rins Pouddhistes, The first volume (1853) contained Uisioire 
de la vie de Hiouen-ihsaTig et de sea voyages dam TInde de- 
<pv,ia I'an 629 jvsqu'en 645, par Hoe!-li et Yeu-thsong. The 
second and third volumes (1857, 1858) contained Hiouen- 
thsang’s Mimoires sur les ContTees ocoidentales. The same 
work was afterwards translated into English by the Eev. 
Samuel Beal, under the title of Si-yvrhi, Buddliist Eecords of 
tlie Western World. See M. M., Buddhist Pilgrims (1857), 
in Selected Msawys, vol. ii. p. 234. 

^ See Buhler’s Translation of Manu, in S. B. E., vol. xxv, p. cxiv. 
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Wlieii speaking of the study of the Vedas, Hiouen-thsang 
says ; — 

‘The Br&hmans study the four V6da iSistras. The first 
is called Shau (longevity)-, it relates to the preservation of 
life and the regulation of the natural condition. The second 
is called Sse (saeri/ice ) ; it relates to the (ntfes of) sacrifice 
and prayer. The third is called Ping (peace or regulation) ; 
it relates to decorum, casting of lots, military affairs, and 
army regulations. The fourth is called Shu (secret mys- 
teries) ; it relates to various branches of science, incantations, 
medicine 

‘The teachers (of these works) must themselves have 
closely studied the deep and secret principles they contain, 
and penetrated to their remotest meaning. They then ex- 
plain their general sense, and guide their pupils in under- 
standing the words which are difitcnlt. They urge them on 
and skilfully conduct them. They add lustre to their poor 
knowledge, and stimulate the desponding. If they find that 
their pupils are- satisfied with their acquirements, and so wish 
to escape to attend to their worldly duties, then they use 
means to keep them in their power. When they have 
finished their education, and have attained thirty years of 
age, then their character is formed and their knowledge ripe. 
When they have secured an occupation, they first of all 
thank their master for his attention. There are some, 
deeply versed in antiquity, who devote themselves to elegant 
studies, and live apart from the world, and retain the sim- 
plicity of their character. These rise above mundane pre- 
sents, and are as insensible to renown as to contempt of the 

' This account is Aill of mistakes, owing, no doubt, to the fact 
that Hiouen-thsang devoted his time in India chiefly to the study 
of Buddhist literature. It is very doubtful whether the four Vedas 
here mentioned were intended for the Ayur-veda, the Ya^ur- 
veda, the S&ma-veda, and the Atharva-veda, as Stanislas 
Julion suggested. 
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world. Their name having spread afar, the rulers appreciate 
them highly, hut are unable to di'aw them to the court. The 
chief of the country honours them on account of their (mental) 
gifts, and the people exalt their fame and render them uni- 
versal homage. This is the reason of their devoting them- 
selves to their studies with ardour and resolution, without 
any sense of fatigue. They search for wisdom, relying on 
their own resources. Although they are possessed of large 
wealth, yet they will wander here and there to seek their 
subsistence. There are others who, whilst attaching value to 
letters, will yet without shame consume their fortunes in 
wandering about for pleasure, neglecting their duties. They 
squander their substance in costly food and clothing. Having 
no virtuous principle, and no desire to study, they are 
brought to disgrace, and their infamy is widely circulated.’ 
(Beal, i. pp. 79 seq.) 

‘ To the north of the great mountain 8 or 4 11, is a solitary 
hill. Formerly the iZishi Vytsa (Kwang-po) lived here in 
solitude. By excavating the side of the mountain he formed 
a house. Some portions of the foundations are still visible. 
His disciples still hand down his teaching, and the celebrity 
of his bequeathed doctrine still remains.’ (Beal, ii. p. 148.) 

A very important passage, showing that Hiouen-thsang 
came in contact with Brdhmans who knew the Veda, occurs 
in Julien’s translation, vol. i. p. 168. He there gives a short 
account of Sanskrit grammar, and in repeating the paradigm 
of bhav&mi, I am, he remarks that in the foui- Vedas, 
instead of the regular foi-m po-po-me, bhavUmas, we are, 
there occurs the form p’o-po-mo-sse. This can only be 
meant, not for bhavstmas, as Julian supposes, but for bha- 
v&masi, which is really the ancient Vedic form for the 
ist pers. plur. 

I-tsing, another Buddhist pilgrim, who visited India in 
the seventh century, likewise refers to the Vedas, and states 
that they were handed down by oral tradition, ‘ The Brdli- 
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njans,’ he writes, ‘revere the scriptures, namely the four 
Vedas, containing about 100,000 verses. These Vedas are 
handed down from mouth' to mouth, not written on paper. 
There are in every generation some intelligent Brahmans 
who can recite these 100,000 verses.’ 

APPENDIX IV. 

P. 61. 

SANSKBIT MSS. BOUQHT BY GUIZOT. 

' Pabis, 10 Bus Bn.i.AULT, 
<1«>-Mars, 18U9. 

‘ J’ai 4t6 henreux. Monsieur, de concourir t. votre nomi- 
nation comme aasooidf stranger de I’Institut. PrccJs^ment 
r4t6 dernier, j’avais lu vos Leciurea il la EoyaJ Inatitu- 
iim, sur la science et la formation du langage, et j’avais 
4t6 extrOmement frapp6 do I’dUvation, de la pi-ofondeur 
et de rahondance des iddes que vous y avez exposdes. Je 
ne Buis pas uu juge competent do vos travaux sur les Vidas, 
mais je me fdlicite d’avoir un pen contribud d vous en fourair 
les matdriaux, et je vous remercie d’on avoir gardd le sou- 
venir, Mon seul regret ost de ne vous avoir pas acquis 
vous-mdme k la Franco. Cest une fortune que j'euvie un 
pen A I’Angleterre, tout en lui en faisant mon compliment. 

‘ Recevez, Monsieur et savant confrfere, I’assurance de ma 
cdnsiddratidn la plus distiugude. 

‘ Guizot.’ 

APPENDIX V. 

P. 64. 

DATE OP THE PB^TXSAXHYA. 

I have tried to settle the date of the Rig-veda-prfi.- 
tis&khya in the Introduction to my edition and translation 
of this work (1869). Nothing that has been discovered since 
has necessitated any change. If we accept the date of about 
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400 B. 0 ., assigned hypothetically to Pawini, \7e are safe in 
placing our PratisSlihya before P^nini, because he quotes it. 
(Introduction, p. 11 ; History of Ancient Sanskrit Literature, 
p. 140.) jSaunaha is the editor rather than' the autlior of our 
PratisMchya. The authority for his doctrines, and the author 
of the Pada-toxt is 53.1calya. Yaska, the author of the Ni- 
rukta, ■who is admitted by all scholars to be anterior to 
Paniiii, quotes our /Sakalya as padakara, the maker of the 
text in which the words (pads) are divided. He is fully 
acquainted with the work done by the padakara, he de- 
clares that the Samhitti-text is based on the Pada-text, and 
he adds (I. 17) that the Parshada books of all schools, i. e. 
the Pratisakhyas, are based on that Pada-text. The Par- 
shada literature or the Pratis&khyas are therefore presup- 
posed by Yaska, and though Yaska may have been not much 
older than or even a contemporary only of the author of the 
P4vshadas, they must both have preceded the work of P&wini. 
We may therefore assign the period from about 400 to 600 
B. 0 . to the production of the PratisSkhyas and other Par- 
shada works. 


APPENDIX YI. 

P. 85. 

MINUTIAE OP THE BBATIsiKHYA. 

The observations of the Pratis4kbyn are most minute. 
For instance, in Sutra 465, certain words are enumerated 
which, if they stand at the beginning of a line, must always 
lengthen their find vowel. One of them is arA;a, which 
must become arAa. This applies to the whole of the Eig- 
veda. But the author of the PrfitUakhya adds, ‘ there is an 
exception in the case of Bharadvapa, that is, in the hymns of 
Bharadva<ia in the sixth Mancfala. And so it is. In the 
sixth Mamdala (YI. 68, 9) all our MSS. have arlsa uueJmnged 
before devfiya. 
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The author of the PrAtiaikhya must therefore have 
known the names of the Vedie poets, as they are given in 
the Anukrama?ils. He quotes (313, 895, 909) the hymns 
of Agastya, Rv. I. 166-191; those of the Atris (170); 
of Kutsa (509) ; of Gotama (167) ; of ParuAMepa (169) ; of 
Medhatithi (309) ; ofLusa (166); of Vimada (509, 993); of 
Vamadeva (486). 

APPENDIX VII. 

P. 66. 

NTIMDER OF VERSES IN THE BIG-VEDA. 

The total number of verses is given as 10,402 in the 
A7ianda7i-saukhyi, an appendix to one of the Anukraraanis, 
viz. the /fT/tandonukramani. This number seemed formerly 
not to agree with the total of the different olasses of verses 
given in the same place. But, with some corrections of the 
text and with the help of better MSS., the two are now 
found to agree. Theiv are — 


I. Gayatrl-versea 



, 


2,461 

a. Ushnih-veraea 





341 

3 . Anuahtubh-veraes 





856 

4 , BWhatt-verses 





181 

5 . Pankti-vorsea 





812 

§. Trishiubh-verses . 





4,268 

?. Gagatl-vemea 





1,848 

8 . Atk^gatt-varaes . 





17 

9 . Sakvml-veraea 





19 

10 , Atisakvai^-versea 





9 

II. Aabft-veraea 





6 

I a. Atyashd-veraea . 





84 

13 . Dhntl-versea 

• 




2 

14 . Atidhrfti-varaa , 





1 

15 . Ekapada-veraea , 

» 




6 

16 . Dvlpadk-Yeraea , 





17 

17 . Pragdtha Barhata-voraea 




888 

18 . Prngiltha Eakabha-veises 




110 

19 . MaUbarhata-versea 

• 




2 


10,402 
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According to the Anuv&kanukramawi, vv. 32-36, the 
number of Anuv&kaa in the ten Ma«dalas and the number of 
bymna is as follows : — 


Manrtala 

AnuvSkas 

SUktos 

I 

24 

Ifll 

II 

4 

43 

m 

5 

62 

IV 

5 

68 

V 

6 

87 

VI 

6 

75 

VII 

8 

104 

VIII 

10 

92 + 11 

IX 

7 

114 

X 

12 

191 


85 1017 + 11=1028 

According to v. 36 the Bhishkala recension contained 
eight additional hymns, that is, 1017 + 8 = 1026. It is 
curious that the Aitareya-brShmana (VI. 24) speaks of eight 
V&lakhilya hymns. This, however, does not prove that there 
were not more than these eight which were required for 
certain sacrifices, still less, that these eight were the same as 
the eight additional hymns of the Bashkalas. 

fSauuaka knows the division into Mandalas, Anuvakas, 
hymns and verses, hut he does not in his genuine works 
seem to have been acquainted with tile division of the Eig- 
veda info eight Ash takas and sixty-four Adhyayas, each 
AdhyS,ya being subdivided into Vargas. In the Pratiaakliya 
(S. 848-860) the term adhyaya oocurs, but it there means 
the daily lesson of the pupil, consisting of sixty prasnas or 
questions, each question containing on au average three 
verses. The verses 38 to 45 in the Anuv^dlnukramarat are 
therefore probably not iSaunaka’s, and they had been suspected 
for different reasons by Meyer, in his Big vidhftna, p. xxvii. 
They give the following list of Vargas : — 
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Yargas 

Containing 

Total of 


verses. 

verses. 

' 1 (1) 

1 

1 

2 (2) 

2 

4 

97 (98) 

3 

291 (279) 

174 (176) 

4 

698 (704) 

1207 (1228) 

5 

6036 (6140) 

346 (357) 

6 

2076 (2142) 

119 (129) 

7 

838 (003) 

BO (65) 

8 

472 (440) 

1 (1) 

9 

9 

2006 (2042) 


10,417 (10,622) 


Immediately afterwards (v. 43) the total number of verses 
is given as 10,680, and one pada (Bv. X. 20, 1); the number 
of half-verees as 21,232, and one pada (therefore 10,614 
verses, and one pada) ; the number of words as 163,826 ; the 
iramber of /carias as 110,704; the number of syllables as 
432,000. 

The Zaranavydha gives a list of Yargas and verses differ- 
ing from that of the AnuYS,lsdimkrama»i. The numbers have 
been added in brackets. See on all this Dr. Macdonell’s 
careful edition of the Sarvdnulcramani, in the Anecdota 
Oxontmsia. 

The Eig-veda-pratisakhya presupposes the Pada-text, and 
teaches the changes which the ])adas or words undergo when 
joined together in the Sawhita-text. But its author knows 
the far more artificial Kiuma-text also, which piesupijoses 
both the Pada and Samhiti-texts (Sdtra 690 scq.). This 
ICramapat/ta must have been practised considerably in the 
Parishads, and have given rise to many different opinions, 
which are discussed in the Kruma-hetu-pa?ala. Thus 
Bahhravya, a teacher of the ICrama, declares (S. 676) that 
the doctrine of the Krama is good as taught at first, not as 
taught differently by different teachers. But others attacked 
it as useless and as not based on (Sruti or sacred authority, 
and the author of the Pr3.ti«akhya has therefore to defend it 
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against various attacks, and to show that it oan olaim the 
highest authority. On these various modifications of the 
text of the hymns, the three Prakntis and the eight Vikntis, 
there is a treatise by Madhusldana, Ash<avilmti*viv«ti, 
edited by Satyavi-ata Samasrami, in the Ush^ vol. i. The 
original is ascribed to Vyatfi. 

APPENDIX VIII. 

P. 72. 

BbAhMAWAS op the sXjtA.-VEDA. 

According to Satyavrata SAmasrami (UshA, vol. i) the real 
BrAhmana of the Sama-veda is tlie Tamdya or Prandl&a- 
brAhmawa. It belongs to the jSskhA of the Kautlmmns, and 
consists of forty adhyayas. The first thirty adhyfiyas describe 
the Srauta ceremonies. What is sometimes called the 
Shadvimsn-brithmama, odhyAyas 26-30, is part of the same 
Brahmana. Then follow what are called ‘ Mantras and the 
Upanishad,’ forming together 2 + 8 adhyAyas, so as to bring 
the total number of the adhyayas in tlie BrAhmana of the 
A/iandogas to the required number of forty. Adhyayas 31-32 
give the Mantras of the Gr^hya ceremonies, as described in 
the Gobhila-Grihya-sutras ; adhyayas 33-40 co.ntain the 
Upanishad. 

The other SAma-veda-brAhmanas are treated by Satyavrata 
as Anu-brAhma«as, viz. the SAma-vidhAna, the Arsheya, 
the DevatAdhyAya, the Samhitopanishad, and the Vamsa- 
hrAhmana. See Academy, Jime 7, 1890. 

APPENDIX IX. 

P. 88. 

SANSKBIT WOBDS IN SUMBBIAN. 

Two other words might here be mentioned which, as 
Professor Hommel maintains, are shared in common by 
Sumerian and Sanskrit namely, Sumerian urud, copper. 
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Lafc raudus. Old Slav, nida, metal, 0. N. ravMi, red iron 
ore, Pehlevi rdd, Persian rot, Sk. lohA, copper; and Su- 
merian hodag, Babyl. -Assyrian axe, Sk. parasti, 

Gr. m\tKvs. Botli words could have their origin in an 
Aryan language only, and would prove that the borrowing 
must have been on the Sumerian side. Farasd is the same 
word as pArsu, and meant originally a rib-bone. As such 
bones were used for knives, pareu came to mean a bent 
knife, and then any land of weapon h The word had 
therefore a history of its own among the Aryas, before it 
could have been adopted by the Sumerians. As to loha, its 
etymology is more doubtful. It has been traced back to an 
original *raudho and compared with i-pv6-p6s. If the 
similaiity to Sumerian urtid is more than accidental, the 
borrowing again must have been on the Sumerian side, The 
Bash word for copper is wraida^. 

APPENDIX X. 

P. 94. 

TEOHMICAI. TEBMS BOBBOWED BY THE BUDDHISTS. 

Other technical terms which the Buddhists borrowed from 
the Brfthmans, and the gradual growth of which we can watch 
in the Br^manas and XJpanishads, are Arah&, the Sk. 
Arhat (the worshipful), Sam aw a, ascetic, the Sk. ijramawa 
(the performer of penance), and even Buddha (prati- 
buddha sarvavid”, the awakened and omniscient) — all 
titles of honour given to the Buddha himself Other terms 
of the same kind which presuppose the existence of the 
Brahmanio literature in which they were first created, 

> Biographies of TPbrds, p. 178. 

* Sea Schmidt, JKs Urhsiimth Her InOogermarm, ,p. 9 ; Schrader, 
PrehisUrrio AnUguitiee, p. 191. 

’ Brahmopanishad, Bibl. Ind., No, 271, p. 261, 

* Schroder, pp. 190, 266, 
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matured, and defined, are Atti, life, self, the Sk. fiitmd, 
breath, life, soul, person j Nibbdna, annihilation of human 
passion, Sk. nirva»a. It has long been knotvn that this 
word occurs in the Mahabhdrata, as, for instance, XIV. 
543, Vihdya sarvasankalpdn buddhyd sdriramdnasan, sauair 
nirydnam dpnoti nirindhana ivanala/i, 'Leaving behind in 
thought all bodily and mental desires, he slowly obtains 
Nirvana, like a fire without wood.’ But it was thought 
possible that the teehnioal term Nirvana might here and 
elsewhere have been borrowed from the Buddhists. That 
this was not the case we see, first of all, from passages in the 
ITpanishads, where the origin of the metaphor is quite clear, 
as when a lamp gone out is called nirvana. Secondly, the 
word actually occurs in the Maitreyopanishad, probably the 
simplest text of the Maitrdyana-brdhmana-upanishad, and 
there it means the absorption in the highest being, beyond 
wliioh there is neither being nor not-being (S, B. E., vol. xv. 
p. xlvi. 1. 1 9). As tins ITpanisbad is an old one, it follows 
that the term Nirvana, like nirvriti,waB borrowed by the 
Bauddhas from the Brahmanas. Nirutti, grammar, is the 
Sk. nirukti, etymology, the VedSnga, the Nirukta. In the 
sense of etymology it occurs A^dnd. Up. VIII. 8, 3. Pabba- 
pita, a Buddhist monk; the Sk.pravrapita, gone awayfrom 
home. 

Another class of words, occurring in the Northern Buddhist 
texts, shows still more clearly the posteriority of Buddhism to 
Brahmanism. It was Childers who pointed out first that 
when the N or them Buddhists tried to render certain Buddlust 
terms in their own Sanskrit, they had so completely forgotten 
tlie true original Sanskrit form, that they invented a new and 
mistaken Sanskrit rendering. Thus the Pdli uposatho, the 
Buddhist fast-day, is clearly the Sanskrit upavasatha, the 
day preceding certain sacrifices. Childers says that upa- 
vasatha does not belong to classical Sanskrit. Ve know 
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now tliat it occurs frequently in tlio Er&hmam.s (Satap. Br. I. 
1, 1, 7). But Northern Buddhists, not knowing the etymology 
of the word (though they constantly use upaviisa, fasting), 
and having forgotten its true form upavasatha, rendered 
the Pdli uposatha hy uposhadha, a word without any 
authority or etymology. Other words belonging to this class 
are iddhip&do, p^timokkho, np&diseso, patisamhhida, 
phdsu, opapatiko; see Childers, s.v. opapitiko. 

That marut, the name of the storm-gods in the Veda, 
should in Pali have become maru, a general name of devas 
or gods, is likewise an indication both of the continuity 
between Buddhism and Brahmanism, and of the distance 
whidi divides the two. 

APPENDIX XI. 

P. 97. 

PISCHEL AND OELDiraB’S ‘VEDIsaHE STUDIEN.’ 

From what extraordinaiy quarters the arguments in support 
of a more modern date of the Vedio hymns are soraetimes 
fetched, has been shown lately in a book, otherwise full of 
learning, the Fedischs ^Studisn by Pischel and Geldner (1889). 
I agree with tliese two scholars on many pohits, and with 
regard to the right system of interpretation which they think 
ought to be applied to the hymns of the Eig-veda, there is 
nothing which they will not find fully oonfii’med by what I 
have written ou the subject during the last forty years. But 
with regard to the general character of the civilization 
reflected in these hymns, I differ from them considerably. 
That the Aryan settlers in India, as represented to us in 
the Vedio hymns, were neither mere savages, mere sons of 
nature, as they are called, nor even mere hunters or nomads, 
I tried to show in my first essay on Aryan Civilization ^ 

' Selected Essays, vol. i. pp. 299 seq. 
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published in 1856. Nor do I think that anybody has 
questioned the fact that they lived in villages or hamlets. 
"Whether we should translate the word pur by town seemed 
doubtful, because in the Veda pur is always spoken of as 
a stronghold rather than as'an inhabited camp. How easily, 
however, a camp may grow into a town, we see from the many 
names of towns ending in castm. But in the absence of any 
allusions to streets and market-places inside the pur, it 
certainly seemed safer not to translate that word by town in 
Vedic poetry. Besides, even at present, nine-tenths of the 
population of India live in villages, and yet we should not 
hesitate to call them civilized. 

That the Vedic poets knew the sea I have been myself the 
first to maintain, and, I hope, to prove. Tliat tliey knew 
salt is more diflSoult to establish, but that, as Pitchel and 
Qeldner maintain, they knew tlie art of writing, has never 
been proved, and would run counter to all we know of the 
historical progress of alphabetic \rating in India and in Asia 
in general. There is not one atom of evidence in support of 
such an assertion j — at all events, neither Professor Pisohel 
nor Professor Qeldner has brought forward a single fact in 
support of their opinion. 

It is perfectly true, as they allege, that some of the Vedic 
poets are very gjeedy. But is gold-hunger peculiar to an 
advanced civilization only? Gold had been named before 
the Aryan family broke up\ and so long as we know 
anything of ancient people, we find them searclnng for gold, 
ornamenting themselves with gold, and defending their tnewdi 
against all intruders. 

Professors Pisohel and Qeldner seem still to be under the 
influence of Eousseau's ideas as to the simplicity and purity 
and innocence of primitive man. Because the Vedic poets 
barter with their gods, because they curse the rich who will 
* BiogixiyfhUs tf Words, p. ISO. 

Co 
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jiot give them their proper reward, heoanse they hate their 
rivals, they are represented as modern. 

It used to he said that because the people of the Veda 
recognised the sanctity of maiiiage, and because they had 
elaborated names for several degi-ees of relationship, therefore 
they could not be considered as representing a very primitive 
stage of civilization. Now we aw told on the contrary that 
because we find in the Veda traces of a freer and unlawful 
intercourse between men and women, because we head of 
female slaves, and of Aspasias, therefore the Vedio Indians 
must have reached the very summit of civilization, and could 
no longer be looked upon ns representing a very early stage 
in the history of our own, the Aryan, race. 

I think we have every right to say that the recognition of 
luaniage as a solemn and sacred and binding act marks 
everywhere an eiMoh in the pi’ogress of humanity ; but that 
epoch lies far beyond the beginning of what we call history, 
in the ordinary sense of that word. What has somewhat 
euphemistically beeir called by Sir John Lubbock Communal 
Marriage, is a mere postulate of the antlmopologist, and 
unknown to the student of historical records, except under 
very different names. To say that bigamy, trigamy, and 
polygamy are peculiar to an advanced civilization is a libel 
on history. It certainly does not help the scholar to fix the 
chronology of the Vedio age. We find in the Veda a full list 
of all the vices to which poor humanity is liable, murder, 
plunder, theft, gambling, drinking, running into debt, fraud, 
and perjury ; but .to say that these vices are of modern date 
isj I am afraid, a view too charitable to the past, and not 
q^uite fair to the present. 
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P. 128 . 

BayPTIAN ZOOLATEY. 

Mr. Le Page Eenouf, in his interesting Preface to the Book 
of the Dead, p. 8, goes so fai’ os to maintain that Egyptian 
zoolatry is entirely symbolical. ‘The animal fonns,' he 
writes, ’in which the gods are often represented are sym- 
bolical tlirorighout. The origin of the symbol is not always 
apparent, but it is so in cei*tain cases. Thoth {Telyur-ta), 
the Moon, appears most frequently as an ibis, or as a man 
with the head of an ibis. This is because the moon was the 
measurer {teehu-ta) in the oldest Egyptian, as in tlie oldest 
Indo-European system. It .is mere folly to say that the 
Egyptians believed the moon to be an ibis. Thoth, as the 
Moon, was just as often symbolised hy a oynooephalus. 

‘It is not leas disgi’aoefnl to assert that the Egyptians 
believed the human soul to be a bird with a human head. 
The kings who put their names on lions and si^hinxes, and 
gloried in being called bulls, jackals, and crocodiles, did not 
expect people to consider them as quadrupeds. 

‘Seb, the Earth, had a goose for its symbol, but this was 
the result of homonymy. S^u, the Whistler or Piper, is 
the name given to a species of goose. And if we Itnew the 
original meanings of all the divine names, the symbolism 
would be intelligible enough.’ 

_ It is possible that the ancient Egyjrtian system of writing 
may likewise have influented the popular mind. It is well 
known that if there was a hieroglyphic sign for a bird, 
called Sebu, the same sign would be used to express the 
sound of sebu, though its meaning might be quite different. 


Gc a 
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APPENDIX XIII. 

P. 219. 

WaiTING MENTIONED IN THE OLD TESTAMENT. 

It is true, no doulit, that in several books of the Old 
Testament, writing, 'writers, and written books are spoken of, 
as well known in very ancient tunes. But a scribe who was 
himself familiar with writing, might easily forget himself, 
and transfer his ideas about 'writing to earlier ages. Thus 
Mr. Butler, when discussing the question whether written 
books existed before the time of Hilluah, forgets himself so 
far as to say (p. 74), ‘ that there were laws or traditions of 
law in the coui'ts, and memories of oral decisions, and that 
some of the laws may have been printed, we cannot doubt.’ 
Scholars cannot help speaking of Vedic literature, though 
they know quite well that literae, written letters, had nothing 
to do with it. In the same way we con well undei’stand that 
the Jews spoke of Moses as -writing the laws, though he only 
composed them. We read of scribes and chroniclers for the 
first time at the courts of David and Solomon, but there 
is nothing to prove tliat these scribes were acquainted with 
alphabetic writing. It has been supposed that, like his 
masons and carpenters, these scribes might have been sent by 
king Hiram from Phenicia, but it has never been proved 
that alphabetic writing for literary purposes was known, 
even in Phenicia, at that early time. David’s letter to Joab 
about Uriah (2 Sam. xi. 16) seems the first authentic specimen 
of epistolary writing, but even here mere atinara \vypa, as in 
the case of Proetos and Bellerophon', would have answered 
every purpose. We never hear of Elijah writing auytliiug. 


» Od. Vi 168. 
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P. 287. 

NE13D-FraB. 

JamieBon, in his Scottish Dictionary, e.Y.wM-Jire, gives 
a very similar account of what took place, it would seem, as 
late as 1788 ; 

‘In those days [1788], when the stock of any considerable 
fanner was seized with the murrain, he would send for one 
of the charm-doctors to superintend the raising of a med-Jire, 
It was done by Motion, thus; Upon any small island, 
where the stream of a river or burn ran on each side, n 
circular booth was erected, of stone and turf (barhis), as it 
could be had, in which a semicircular or highland couple of 
birch, or other hard wood, was set; and, in short, a roof 
closed on it. A straight pole was set up in the centre of this 
building, the upper end fixed by a wooden pin to the top of 
the couple, and the lower end in an oblong trink in the earth 
or floor ; and lastly, another pole was set across horizontally, 
having both ends tapered, one end of which was supported in 
a hole in the side of the perpendicular pole, and the other end 
in a similar hole in the couple leg. The horizontal stick was 
called the auger, having four short arms or levers fixed in its 
centre, to work it by ; the building having been thus finished, 
as manymen as could be collected inthe vicinity (being divested 
of all kinds of metal in their clotlies, &c.) would set to work 
with the said auger, two after two, constantly tuiming it 
round by the arras or levers, and others occasionally driving 
wedges of wood or atone behind the lower end of the upright 
pole, so as to press it the more on the end of the auger ; by 
this constant friction and pressure, the ends of the auger 
would take fire, from which a fire would be instantly kindled, 
and thus the medrfire would be accomplished. The fire in 
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the farmer’s house, ftc-iwas immediately quenched with water, 
a fire kindled from this need-fire, both in the farmhouse and 
offices, and the cattle brought to feel the smoke of this new 
and sacred fire, which preserved them from the murrain. So 
much for superstition.’ 


APPENDIX XV. 

P. 850. 

SIMILAHITIES BETWEEN CHEISTIANITY AND BUDDHISM, 

Dr. Scydel, in his ‘ Das Evangelium von Jesu in seiiien 
Verhiiltnissen zu Buddha-sage und Buddha-lehre ’ (1882), 
tells us that Ahuhekr recognised hlohammed ns sent by God, 
because ho sat under a tree, and because no one could sit 
under that tree after Jems. 'Tlds, he maintains, proves that 
Jesus also sat under a tree, and that this was a sign of his 
Messiahship. But the tree thus mentioned in a Mohammedan 
legend is not a fig-tree, but, ns we are told distinctly, a 
Sizyphus tree. Nor is it said that Mohanimod was recognised 
as sent by God because he sat under a tree under which no one 
could sit after Jesus had sat under it. The words are simply : 
‘ The prophet sat under the shadow of n tree, where he and 
Ahuhekr had before been sitting together. Ahuhekr then 
went to a hermit, and asked him for the trne religion. The 
hermit asked : " Who is tlie man under the shadow of the 
tree 1 ” He answered : “ Mohammed, the son of Abd Allah.” 
The hermit said : “ By Allah, this is a prophet ; no one but 
Mohammed, the messenger of God, sits after Jesus under 
that tree.’” Nothing is, said that the hermit recognised 
Mohammed because he sat under a tree. Sitting under a tree 
never was a sign of prophethood with the Mohammedans. It 
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simply means he recognised him while sitting in the shadow 
of a tree, as the prophet who should come after Jesua. 

When I say that some of the similarities between 
Christianity and Buddhism have not yet been accounted for, 
I do not mean such outward similarities as that a star stood 
over the palace in which Buddha was born, or tliat his 
conception was supposed to be miraculous, or that his advent 
was expected, or that he was tempted by Mara, before he 
began the preaching of his doctrine. 

With regard to the star, we know that no auspicious event 
could happen in India without an auspicious star. At the 
birth of former Buddlios also certain constellations were 
inevitable 

As to the advent of a Buddha being expected or foretold, 
it seems doubtful whether this was an liistorical fact in India. 
The hope for the coming of a deliverer or a Messiah was an 
historical fact among the Jews, but it cannot be proved to 
have existed in India before the rise of historical Buddhism. 
We find it, indeed, as part of the Buddhist system in the 
canonical books of the Buddldsts, but an independent trace of 
it, before the birth of Buddha, has not yet been discovered. 

Nor can we be surprised that Buddha should be represented 
as having been tempted by an evil spirit, called Mara, for 
such temptations form again an inevitable element in the 
lives of saints and founders of religions. 

Far more perplexing are such coincidences as that, for 
instance, at the birth of Buddha the wise people should have 
been in doubt whether he would found a great kingdom on 
eai-th or become the preacher of a new doctrine, just as the 
Jews were in doubt whether the Messiah would found a 
great earthly kingdom, or the true kingdom of God. For 
here we seem to deal with historical facts. Buddha was of 
princely birth, and his adopting the humble life of a preacher 
I See JBuddliiat Baih-Siories, p. 17. 
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and teaclier was always considered by the BrS,hinans as on 
unpardonable breach of caste*. 

Again, the visit of the old sage Asita, bis desire to see the 
royal babe, his clear prophecy of bis coining greatness, and 
bis lament that be himself was born out of time (abshana) to 
profit by bis teaching — all these together are startling. 

I must confess that I was startled also when I read for 
the first time that at the incarnation of Buddha, ‘a great 
light appeared, the blind received their sight, the deaf heard 
a noise, the dumb spake one with another, the crooked 
became straight, the lame walked,’ &c. But, on more careful 
consideration, I soon found that this phrase, as it occurs in 
Buddhism and Christianity, had its independent antecedents 
in the tradition both of Judeea and of India. 

Of course. Oriental fancy, if once roused, is not satisfied 
with such simple miracles. The author of the Nidflna-kathd * 
goes on: ‘All prisoners were freed from their bonds and 
chains. In each hell the fire was extinguished. The hungry 
ghosts received food and drink. The wild animals ceased 
to be afraid. The illness of bU who were sick was allayed. 
All men began to speak Idhdly. Horses neighed, and 
elephants trumpeted gently. All musical instruments gave 
forth each its note, though none played upon them. Brace- 
lets and other ornaments jingled of themselves. All the 
heavens became clear. A cool soft breeze wafted pleasantly 
for all. Bain fell out of due season. Water, welling up 
from the -very earth, overflowed. The birds forsook their 
flight on high. The rivers stayed their waters’ flow. The 
waters of the mighty ocean became fresh. Everywhere the 
earth was covered with lotuses of every colour. All flower’s 
blossomed on land and in water. The trunks, aiid branches, 
and twigs of trees were covered with bloom appropriate to 

* Sisiory of Ancient Sanskrit Liierttivre, p. 79, note, 

’ Rhys Davids, Buddhist Birth-Stmies, p. 64, 
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each. On earth iree-lotuses sprang up hy sevens together, 
hreaking even through the rocks; and hanging-lotuses 
descended from the skies. The ten thousand world-systems 
revolved, and rushed as close together as a bunch of gathered 
flowers ; and became, as it were, a woven wreath of worlds, 
as sweet-smelling and resplendent as a mass of garlands, 
or as a sacred altar decked with flowers.’ 

Such is the rush of Eastern fancy, if the sluices are once 
opened. The fundamental idea, however, is simple enough. 
When a new teacher arises and a new life begins, men hope 
that all evils will he cured, all injuries will be redressed. 
The first evils that suggest themselves are naturally hlind- 
ness, deafness, and lameness. It was hoped, therefore, that 
these and many other evils would cease, when Buddha 
appeared and a new order of things hege,n. 

But here is the dilference between Buddhism and 
Christianity. There is no trace of Messianic prophecies in 
India. The expectation of a Buddha has never been traced 
in pre- Buddhistic writings. All we can say is that the 
idiomatic phrase of ' the blind will see, and the lame will 
walk,’ existed in the ancient language of India, and was 
adopted by tlie Buddliists like many other’s. 

Thus we read, Rv. II. 15, 7 : 

Frdti sronufe Bthftt vl anAk akaelifa 
sumasya tS[ made Indraft /mkara. 

‘The lame stood, the blind saw, Indra did this in the joy of 
Soma.' 

This may really refer to par&vr^ or the sun, as in II. 13, 
12, but in IV. 30, 19 the same expression occurs without 
reference to any special hero. In VIII. 79, 2 the same 
miracle is ascribed to Soma himself: 

Abhi Arnoti ydt nagndm bhiahakti visvam ydt tunim 
pni tm andhdft khyat nift sroitSA bhilt. 

‘ Soma covers what is naked, he heals all that is weak, the blind 
saw, the lame came forth.' 
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See also in X. 25 , 11. In 1. 112, 8 the Aavins are said 
to have helped the blind and lame Paravng' to see and to 
walk. 

If the ancient Vedio gods could do this, it was but natural 
that the same miracle in almost the same words should be 
ascribed to Buddha. 

It Avas veiy different with the Jews. The Jews had for 
centuries expected a Messiah, a deliverer from all the evils 
which they endured in their captivity and political servitude. 
Thus Isaiah prophesied (xxix. 18): ‘And in that day shall 
the deaf hear the Avoids of the hook, and the eyes of the blind 
shall see out of obscurit}', and out of darkness.’ And again 
(xxxv. 6) : ‘ Then the eyes of the blind sholl be opened, and 
the ears of the deaf shall be unstopped. Then shall the lame 
man leap as an hart, and the tongue of the dumb sing ; for in 
the Avildorness shall Avaters break out, and streams in the 
desert,’ &o. 

When therefore John wishes to convince himself, whether 
the Christ has really appeared, he is informed that ' the blind 
receive their sight, and the lame walk, the lepers are cleansed, 
and the deaf hear, the dead are raised up, and the poor have 
the gospel preached to them’ (Matt. xi. 6; Luke vii. 22). 
And the people at large also, when they were beyond 
measure astonished at the works done by J esus, exclaimed : 
‘He hath done all things well: be maketh both the deaf 
to hear, and the dumb to speak’ (Mark vii. 37). 

We thus see that though the coincidence is startling at first 
sight, there is nothing in it that would require the admission 
of an historical borrowing either on the Christian or on the 
Buddhist side. 

One more coincidence deserves to be pointed out. 
KumSrila, when attacking Buddha’s doctrine, says: ‘And 
this very transgression of Buddha and bis followers is repre- 
sented as if it did him honour. For he is praised because he 
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said; “Let all the sine that have been committed in this 
world fall on me, that the world may be delivered h” ’ 

I have not found this saying of Buddha anywhere in the 
Buddhist Canon itself, but its genuineness can hardly be 
doubted considering by whom it is mentioned. 


‘ History of J.ncic«i San^rit Litoraturey p. SO. 
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ABRAHAM and Nimrod, I S3, 

— hia belief in one God, aao, 

aai. 

Abaolute, the, 197, agS. 

Adhvarii, aaerifiue, 108. 

— unhurt, 171. 

Adhvaryua, or Inbourinj' prieats, 
fig, 70. 

— the officiating prieata, 108. 
Afghans, their names, 37a. 

Africa, same word for storm and 

god in, 316. 

AG, Sk. wot, laa. 

Agents in nature, 13a, 

— all objeots named as, 13a. 

— behind other phenomena of 

nature, 305. 

Ager, field, lafin, 

Agui, Yedio hymns addressed to, 

fir. 

— birth of, loi. 

— Fire, one of the Devas, i ao. 

— etymological meaning of, laa, 

lafi, 

— names of, las. 

— the mover, lafi. 

— as a human, or animal agent, 

lay, 

— the tongues of, ray, 

— agent of fire, 1 30. 

— a god, 134, 135. 

— the Supreme God, i'43. 

— biography of, 143, 144. 

— facts against theories, 144. 

— Weber on, 145, 

— with Indra the chief Deva of the 

Veda, 145. 


Agni in his physical charactei', 143, 

— whence he oame, 146. 

— as the sun, 146. 

— the sun or the fire on the heartli, 

148. 

— as %htning, 151, 

— as Beva, bright ; Amarlya, un- 

dying, 156, 188, 189. 

— the immortal among mortals, 

156. 

— the fi'iend, helper, father, 137. 

— helper in bottle, 138. 

— destroying forests, 163, 

— the horses of, 163. 

— as soorificial fii'e, 165. 

— the flesh-eater, 166. 

— the messenger between gods and 

men, 168. 

— as priest, 168. 

— his good qualities, ifig. 

— hymns to, 170 et seq. 

— Angiros, name of, lya, 

— later development of, 177. 

— identical with other gods, 178. 

— Bupremeey of, 187. 

— the qniok, 188. 

— as creator, ruler, judge, 194. 

— sublime oonception of, 196. 

— later and poorer, oonception of, 

igy, aoa, aog, 

— one of the eight Vasus, igS. 

— his love-affairs, 198, 

— in the MahUhhfirata, 199. 

— purifying character of, igg. 

— tire, in other religions, a04, 

— in our bodies, 230. 

— hi plants, a3c. 
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Agni and Atar, 232. 

— the parents of, 242 71. 

— and HepEaeBtoB, 241 etseq., 276. 

— tales about, 252, 253. 

— disappearance of, 264, 26S, 2^0. 

— and vaiiina, disJogue between, 

265. 

— later accounts of the hiding of, 

267. 

— in searoh of Indra, 271. 

— three brothers of, 267. 

— contamination of, 269. 

— cursed b^ Bhrigu, 269. 

— theogonio development of, 293. 

— mythological development of, 293. 

— ceremonial development of, 294. 

— the Supreme Being, 305. 
Agnihotra, or fira-saorifioe,i 11-112. 
Agntehomau, 186. 

Ago, agmen, 12621. 

6702, 107 21. 

Syu, to drive, 126 «. 1 

Agricultural Avyas, 161. 

— called kt'ishfis, 161. 

— their wealth, 162. 

A-hftva, a jug, 107. 

Akbar, the emperor, 35. 

— and the Vedas, 33, 38, 

Al-Birflnl, 1000 A..D., 32, 33, 34. 

— in India, 33. 

— hie knowledge of Sfc., 33, 

— and of the Veda, 33, 38. 
Alexander's expedition to India, 27. 
AU-father, the, 321. 

All-gods, Visve Devdn, 187. 
Alphabet, the word, 273. 

Alphabetic writing, invention of,a ig. 

— first used for books, 215-216. 

— and the sixth century a. 0., 218, 

219. 

America, sun and fire in, 149. 

— atorm-wind in, 311. 

American languages, same word for 

storm and god in, 316. 

AH, Sk, root, to breathe, 122, 
Anidii, to breathe, 122. 

Ancestors, worship of, 3, 6. 

Ancient life, dieooveries of, 16, 

— gods, mixed character of, 325. 


Ancients, who are the, 277. 

Angiras, name of Agni, 172. 

Anlma, how was the concept elabo- 
rated, 307. 

Animal gods of Egypt, 1 28. 

— deification of an, 278, 

Animism, Personification and An- 
thropomorphism, 128, 129. 

— Herbert Spencer against, 128, - 

— traced to language, 130, 306, 

308. 

Anqnetil Duperron’s translation of 
the Upnniahads, 36, 
Anthropological religion, 3. 
Anthropomoiphism, 201, 306, 308. 
Annkraiuonls, tlie, 65. 

— Bi^^rseded by Hdty.dyana’s index, 

AnuvdkaB, or chapters of the Big- 
vcda, 61. 

Apollo, II. 

I Aranyakos or forest books. So. 
Aristotle and language, 133. 

— bis mention of Skylnx, 371. 
dpDvpasZend ui'vard, 161. 

Aryan immigration into India, 86. 

— religions, parallelism between, 

274. 

— and Semitio religions, no common 

source for, 274. 

Aryans of the Vedic hymns, 384. 
Aryas, their life, 161, 16a. 

Asiatic Society of Bengal, 46. 

Asita, the old sage, 391. 

Aeoka, date of, 91. 

Aspiration, inspiration, reapiratiou, 
and perspiration, 194. 

Atar, fire, 227. 

— no etymology, 227, 227 ». 

— son of water, aa8_. 

— liis fight with Aei Dabuka, 228. 

— pluran^ of, 229. 

— son of Oruiszd, 231. 

— and Agni, difference between, 

232. 

Atliarva-veda, translated for Akbar, 
35 , 

— account of, 81-82. 

Atman, or self, 4. 
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Atta,, life, 383. 

Aveatic religion, is ii dnaliatia ? 233, 
234. 

Aztee pr.iyer, 313. 

— legends, the four beings of, 315. 

BAAL, or Bilu, a Bolar deity, 149. 

— a oounterport of Agni, 350. 
Babylon and Assyria, religion in, 

210. 

— principal deity of, aio ». 

Bactria and Bolliika, 370. 

Balhika and Bactria, 3^0. 

Baptism by fire and nater, 283, 
Bai'thdlemy, Abbd, 46. 

Bel Merodach, the principal Bahy- 
lonian deity, 2 10 n. 

Bhup, to worship, loy n. 

BHAE, to bear, 123. 

Bhrigua, the, 154. 

— and *Xi7u«Si 134. 

Bhuranyu, name for Agni, 123, 
Biblical critioism, 33a. 

Bidpai, fables of, 33. 

Birth of Buddha, 351. 

— of Mahftvlra, 353. 

— of Mohammed, 354. 

— of Nftnak, 353. 

— of Jfaitanya, 356. 

— of Christ, 35fi. 

Bohemian saying about Are, 281. 
Books of Moses, their thoughts, 
213-214. 

— alphabets first used for, 215-216. 
Brahman, 247. 

Br&hmana of the YedaS, 59, 

— prose, 6g, 70, 71. 

— period, 81, 96. 

Bi'^hmanaa of theYapur-veda, 70,71. 

— of the S 4 ma-veda, 72, 381. 

— of the Eig-veda, 73. 

— the authors of had lost the true 

meaning of the Veda, 74. 

— of the Brahmans, 74. 

— meaning of, 75. 

— largo number quoted, 75. 

— schools, 75. 

— glimpses of life in the, 79, 80. 

— cosmogonic theories in t&, 247. 


Brdhmans and Buddhists, diffetenoe 
between, 92, 

— helievei's in miraoles, 339. 
Brahmodya or priestly discussions, 

260. 

Brsad, treated with lererence, 300. 
Breath of the priests, among the 
Slaves, 232 n. 

Bright Ynyur-veda, 71. 

Bright ones, 135. 

Brinton on sun and fire in America, 
149. 

— his Myths of the New World, 

312. 

Brugsoh on Egyptian religion, 206. 

— on letteis, 215. 

Buddha, date of, 86. 

— birth of, 351. 

— incarnation of, 353. 

— wonders at the birth of, 392. 

— bearing the sins of the world, 394. 
Buddhism in China, 30. 

— rise of, 92-96. 

-r- a reaction against Vedio religion, 
02,94,96. 

Buddhist pilgrims, 30, 31. 

— canon, 219. 

— pilgrims and the Veda, 373. 
Buddhists, technical terms borrowed 

by the, 38a. 

Bunsen and India, 49 
Buinouf, Eugbne, and his Veilic 
studies, 51, 52. 

— his Buddhistic work, 51. 

— his discovery about Jemshld and 

ZohAk, 229, 2292t. 


OALE-KILLING to oute murrain, 
289. 

Castes, the four, 32 n. 

CsBtrdn, on sun and firs among the 
Fins, 151. 

Category of csusnlity, 8. 

Categones of the understanding, 
> 33 - 

— of langiiB|a, 1 33. 

Childhood of the world, shown in 
the Veda; 102-I04. 
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Children., influence of, on religion, 
202 . 

China, contact with, 28. 

— three religions of, 29. 

— Biiddhiam in, 30. 

— writing in, 219. 

Christ, hirth of, in the Korta, 

— apocryphal account of, 356. 

— purity of the religion of, 364. 
Christianity, true, 332. 

— and Buddhisin, shnilarities be- 

tween, 347-350> 39 °- 
Clamor cuncomitaiis, 125- 
Coincidencea and dissimilaritiea be- 
tween Buddhism and Ohrietinn- 
ity, 273- 

Culebrooke, H. T., and the Vedas, 
48. 

Cuuinientary of the Veda, 53, 34. 
Couiparative mythology, leeaons 0^ 
272. 

CunooiTe and peroeire, from oapio, 
194. 

Concept of deity, the highest, 192. 

— the result of evolution, 193-197. 
Cunstruotive chronology, go. 
Conway, Monoure, on protection of 

animals, 191. 

Cosmogonic theories in the Brilh- 
manas, 247- 

Cotton not mentioned in the Veda, 
SS. 

Creator, idea of, in India, 195. 
Creeks, belief in the sacred Are, 
132 «. 

Cnlt, a manifestation of religion, 

m- 

Cuneiform inscriptions, 17. 

Customs, purpose of, often forgotten, 
290. 


BAHAMA, the homer, 122. 
Baiinonion of Sokrates, 4. 

Bhttl, prince, his translation of the 
pS Upanisbads, 35. 

Dark Yagur-vedn, 71. 
Baisa-phEnamusa, new and full- 
moon sacrifice, 112. 


I Darwin's Views on Language, 192. 
Dasaalla, ten commandments of tlie 
Buddhists, 342, 343. 

Ddsatayl, name for the Big-veda 
hymna, 63, 64 n. 

Dkt&ae vdeukm and Bor^pts iioiv, 
109. 

David’s letter to Joab, 380. 
Dayknanda Sarosvatt, the modern 
reformer, 95. 

De Brosses, and Comte, on fetishes, 
I 15 . 

Deification, 118, 308, 309. 

— found every where, 1 18. 

— specially shown in the Veda, l iS, 

121 . 

lenity, general name of, 188. 

— Deva, 189. 

— highest ooiicept of, 192. 

De Kotigd on letters, 213. 

Deva, douB, bright, 120. 

— then God, 120. 

— meaning of, 134, 136. 

— evolution of tlie word, 138. 

— hoouuiOB the highest concept of 

deity, 139. 

Dova-hood, how ooiicoivod, 133. 

— not yet Godhood, 1 36. 

Devas were recognised early, 99, 
108. 

— or bright ones, 336. 

Devil, never supreme, 234. 

Diahle as iroucan, 311 11. 

Dialogue between Agni and Voruna, 

263. 

Dldivi, found once in the Veda, 173. 
Dies from div, 134. 

Dlnkard, the, 32 », 

DIV, iSk. root, 134. 

— dies, 134. 

Divine, the idea of, evolved in 
many ways, 139. 

— the, or Infinite, 298. 

— character ascribed to the 
founders of religion, 330. 

Drift of an argument, 126 n. 

Dual deities, 186. 

Dyaus, ii. 

— religion of, 327. 
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EAELY aoeptioism, ifla, 183. 

Ego, the, 4. 

E^pt, nniinal gods of, ii8- 

— religion in, 206. 

— Le Page Benonf on the gods of, 

207, 

— physioel phenomena Trorshipped 

in, 208. 

— the concept of the divine rose 

from nataval objects in, 209. 
Egyptian religion, modem oharaoter 
of the, 236. 

— gods all meant the same thing, 

238. 

— zoolatry, 387. 

Elijah, 222. 

Epooha marked fay disooveriea, 216, 
ai8. 

Eskimo prayer to the winds, 313. 
Ether and Agni, 126. 

Euliemeriatio explanations of my- 
thology, 253. . , ^ ^ 

Enropenn luissionanee in Indm, 38. 

— Boholere acquainted with the 

Vedas, 46. 

Evolution of the word Bevn, 138. 

— of ooncepts, 190. 

— doetriue of, upheld fay thestudonts 

of language, 191. 

— one powerful prejudice against, 

I 93 - 

Exchange of gods, 184. 

Esonr-veda, 39. 

— and Voltaire, 40. 

Earn, oolleoted hooks of the Old 
Testament, 219, 220. 

EATHEE. CCEUEDOTJX, 46' 
Eetish, name of, 117 n. 

Fetishes, De Erosses and Comte on, 
315. 

Fig-tree, sitting under the, 348, 349. 
Filial piety in China, 344. 

Finland, lienotheism in, 182. 

Fine, sun and fire among the, 130. 
Fiie,lighting and keeplngof the,l ll. 

— early eonoeptions of, 121, 124. 

— names of, 122. 

— named as active, 123. 

( 2 ) 


Fire, as a Beva, 334. 

— from flint, 153. 

— from wood, 153. 

— mythological ideas connected 

with, 354. 

— and wood, one word for, 354 li. ' 

— on the hearth, loo. 

— sacredness of, 167, 167 a. 

— flesh thrown on the, 167, 

— worship of, 211. 

— widely worshipped, 225. 

— in the Avesta, 226. 

— Atar, 227, 

— must not be blown, 232, 232 n. 

— in Egypt, 233. 

— in Qreeoe, Hephaestos, 241. 

— in Italy, Vulcanus, 244. 

— phiiosophicaJ aspects oi in 

Greeoe, 244. 

— of Herakleitos, 245. 

— and Zuroastsr, 240, 

— and water in the BrAIimanas, 24$. 

— as worshipped in Babylon, 249. 

— from tlie paternal hearth, 279. 

— lighting and keeping of, 279. 

. — Mongohan feeling for, 281. 

— kindling of, in Indio, in a now 

home, 280, 

— Ojibway feeling for, 283, 

— baptism of, 284. 

— in Mexioo, 283, 284. 

— puiifloatioD. by, 284. 

— and siok child, 290, 

— in the Isle of Lemnos, 291. 

— of St. Brigida, 292. 

— guarded by maidens, 292. 

— and water, reverence shown to, 

301- 

— development of, 303. 

— in Egypt, 304 w. 

Fireless races, 138. 

Kres in the Veda, three, 229. 

— in the Avesta, five, 229. 

— in the body, 230. 

— sooriBcial, three, 2}t- 

— ' love the village,’ jSo, 281. 

— lighted in Marburg fropi sticks, 
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Fish, saorifice of, aSg n. 

Forest life, 8o. 

Founders of religion, divine elia- 
raoter ascribed to the, 350. 
Freyja, 334 «. 

Funclo, 108 «. 

Futilie, futile, 107 «. 

Futia, a water-jug, 107 », 


GAMBLER, poem of the, 77. 
Garcilasso's story of the Inca, 183, 
184. 

GUtavedns, name for Agni, 133, 
soon. 

Germany, interest in the Vedas, 48. 
Giuta, Gothic, to pour out, 108 ti. 
Goat, words for, 

God, the Father, a. 

— the negroes have a name fur, 

1 16, 

— and the plural gods, 117. 

— as a predioate, 115, 117, 119, 

— different meivnings assigned to 

the word, 116, 

— and gods, among the Greelis, 

116. 

— whence comes the idea, 139. 

— an innate idea, 1 39. 

— a halluoination, 140. 

— from the idea of light, 140. 

— natural evolution of the idea, 140. 

— natural revelation of, 140, 

— of fire in the Old Testament, 

323. 

— concept of, a necessity to the 

human mind, 341, 

Gods, Greek and Roman, 134. 

— ' .considered by the CUetians as 
evil spirits, 136. 

Gold, [mown to the united Aryans, 
383. 

Graven images, soi, 202. 

Greece and Italy, no religious litera- 
ture in, 205. 

Greek accounts of India,' 26. 

— and Roman gods, 136, 

them anthropomorphic cha- 
racter, 136, 


Greek and Roman gods, family ties. 

among, 13d, 

Greek riddle, 260. 

Greeks, concept of God and gods 
among, 116. 

Grigri, or juju, 117. 

Grohmann on Wuotan, 324. 

Grnppe on the idea of God, 140. 
Gnisot, Sk. MSS. bought by, 376. 

HAFIZ quoted, 362. 

Hakleburg, Mount Eecla, 323. 
Hapta He»du, 26. 

Havis, sacrifice, 107. 

Heathenish customs in Scotland and 
Ireland, 288. 

Hekataeus and Herodotus knew of 
India, sf. 

Helios, II. 

Hciiotheisin, 180, iSl. 

— used in various senses, 181 K. 

— in Finland, i8a. 

— ns a phase, 328. 

Heuotheistio character of the Vedir 

gods, 179. 

Hephaestus, 241. 

— birth of, 242. 

•— ond Agni, 241-242. 

— etymology of, 243, 243 n. 

Hora, 341. 

Heraolltus on the finite and infinite, 
167' 

Herakleitos, religion of, 245. 

— fire of, 245, 249. 

— ■ and gambling, 256. 

Herder and the Veda, 48. 
Herodotus' mention of Skylax, 371. 
Hieroglyphics, known to Moses, 

210. 

Highest Commandments, 358. 
Hiouen-tbsong, 373. 

— on tbo Veda, 374, 37471, 375. 
Historical method, 7. 

~ continuity, 7- 

— growth of religions ideas, 21 1, 

— studies, value of, 329. 
Hitopadesa quoted, 362. 

Holy Ghost, the, 4. 

Holy, hale, whole, 108. 
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Hama, Aud Ahnti, libiition, 107. 
Hoto'i, priest, 107. 

Hotra, rsciting priests, 70, 72, 73. 
HU, to povir out, to snorifioo, 107, 
107 n. 

Human mind asoended from nature 
to nature's gods, and to the God 
of natura, 144. 

Hurakan, heart of heaven, 314. 

— lord of the winds, 325. 
Hoiricane, 311. 


'lEPOS, holy, 108. 

Immoral infiueuoe of some religions, 

295. 

Inca, story of the, 183, 184. 
Independent speouhvtion, 70. 

India, Egypt, Dahylon, and Persia, 
early ooutact between, 23. 

— never noeutioned in Egyptian 

or Babylonian insoilptions, 24, 
25. 

— Semiramie in, 23. 

— Greek aooounts of, 26. 

— the word, 27. 

— known to Hekatoeoe and He- 

rodotus, 27. 

— Alexander’s expedition to, 27. 

— Hegnsthenes' account of, 28. 

— European missionaries in, 38, 

— Xavier in, 39. 

— Aryan immigration into, 86. 

— art of writing in, 8g. 

— aborigines of, 160. 

hlaolt skinned, l6o. 

Indian division of tho heavens, 
thought to bo Babylonian, 25. 

— antiquity, peculiar oharaoter of, 


S5- . ^ 

— mind, workings of the, 30- 
’Iv8of, 37a. 

India, "Vedio hymns addressed to, 
61. 

— his strength, 187. 

Indrftgnl, 186. 

Infinite, the, 2. 

— seen in the finite, 143. 

— meaning' of, 296. 


Infinite, as a name, 297. 

— first attempt to grasp, 335. 
Inscriptions in Ar.'ibia, 2 (5 ». 
Irregular peifeot of 'Veda and 6 !Sa, 

i 1 - 

agrees with Locke’s view, 67 - 

I-tsing on the Vedas, 373. 

JEHOVAH, name and concept oil 
224. 

Jewish idolatry, 213. 

— belief in one God, 220. 

John Hncklebirnie’s house, 323. 
Jones, Sir William, and SansLlb, 46. 

— and the Vedas, 480. 

Juju, or grigei, 117. 


KAPU, koph, ape, 24, 

Jlaitanya, birth of, 356. 
Xalpa-sfitras, 90. 

Ifa^, Sk., ape, 25. 

Karma, or sacrifice, 106, no. 
KaspaWros, 372. 

— for Kaspapyros, 372. 
iillturmiiaya, II2. 

Kfltyftyana’s index of the Big-veda, 

66 . 


JT/iandas, or Mantra period, 68, 69. 
Koritn, account of the birth of 
Christ ill the, 35a ». 
Krama-text of the EiVveda, 380. 
Kratu, Sk., conusel, German Bath, 
17a. 


■ LANGUAGE, categories of, 133. 
— Aristotle and, 133. 

- Lee, Dr. Eobert, on &ith in miraeles, 

358- 

Lenoimant on letters, 213. 

Locke’s view of human knowledge, 
57. 

Logographi, the, of the sixth cen- 
tury, 2 £8. 

Logos, language, 133. 

‘Love your enemies, 369 - 303 ' 
Ludna, ii. • 

Ludwig and Bergaigne’e view of the 
Vedic hymns, 104, 
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Ludwig’s list of saorificial terms in 
the Veda, 105 ». 

Lustration of animals, 385. 

MAHiTMAa, 347. 

Mahftvlra, birth of, 353. 

Hahfl,ya(/»BS, or ooiinnandmenta, 
345 . 34 < 5 - 

Mandala, DelbrUok, urossmann, &c., 
on the seventh, 62 n. 

Mandaliis, the ten, sg, 60. 

— the six family, 60. 

— method in the collection of the, 

60. 

— names of the poets or deities 

of the, 62. 

Hanu, Laws of, translated by Sir 
W. Jones, 47. 

— by Btihler, 47. 

— age of, 48. 

Mann’s laws for the four castes, 345. 
Manuscripts Of the Veda, 42, 43. 
Marco della Tomba and the Veda, 

43. 

Marriage in the Veda, 386. 

Marus of the Buddhists, 320. 

Morut, F.’Ui inarn, 384. 

Maruts, the, 317-320. 

— Bndi-a, father of the, 320. 
Mlltarisvan, 152. 

■— etymology of, 152 n. 

Max Muller’s edition of the Hig- 
veda, 53, 54. 

Megasthenes in India, 28.- 
M6u6, II. 

Mercury andWuotan, 323 n. 
Mesha, king, his inscription, 315. 
Messiah, the Jewish, 394. 

Metrical language, early, 108. 
Mexican riddle, 258. 

Mexico, storm-wind in, 31a, 
Michabo, the Great Light, 320. 
Miracles not needed in early days, 
142. 

— condemned by Mohammed, 338, 

338 tt. 

— condemned by Buddha, 339. 

— believed in by the Brahmans, 

339 - 


Miracles, condemned by Christ, 339, 

— Amisl on, 340. 

— Nevvumii on, 340. 

— Btunibliiig-blocks to faith, 357. 

— Dr. R. Lee on faith in, 358. 
Mitra, the deity, 27. 

Modern superstitions, 13. 
Mohammed’s birth, 354. 

Mongolian feeling for lire, 281. 
Monotheism or Monism in the Veda, 

44, 

— how it arises, 338. 

Monotheistio instinot of the Semitic 

raoe, 330. 

Moon, new and full, 112. 

Mural elements, 100. 

Morning and evening meal or 
Bucilflce, no. 

Moses, time of, writing unknown, 

siO. 

— hieroglyphics known to, al6. 

— no hooks existed at his time, 219. 

— and his mother, 360 n. 

Mount Sinai, 222. 

Muller, J. G,, on sun and lire in 
Amerioa, 149. 

Mythology, enhenioristiu explana- 
tions of, 253. 

— not religion, 257. 

— moaning or hypunoia of, 271. 
Myths ami legends, the parasites of 

religion, 299. 

NAMING and conooiving, 124, 
Nftnolc, birth of, 355. 

NUrada, the Sage, 201, 

Natural religion, three divisions 
of, I. 

— phenomena as viewed by nomad 

and ngricultiiral people, 1 2. 

— and supeimatural, lig. 

— revelation of God, 140. 

— religion can lead to the highest 

idea of deity, 197. 

use of the study of, 330. 

lessons of, 331. 

attacks on, 333. 

Nature, order of, early perceived, 

99- 
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Nature, a teiTor ami marvel, t 19, 

— agents in, 153, 335. 

— one agent in, 336. 

Nature’s gods not God, 142. 
Need-fire, the, 285, 286, 389. 

Negro tribes ]iavennameforGod,ii6. 
New Testament free from foolish 

stories, 203. 

Nirvana, nibbftna, 383. 

Noonmena, 335. 

Northern Buddhist texts, mistaken 
of the, 383. 

Ntamj-psyohology, igo, 

ODIN, or AVodan, or Wuotan, 321. 
078 a, same as Veda, 56, 57. 
Oiibwaya, feeling for fire, 281. 

Old Testament, 3ii. 

— . — on historical bonk, 312, 219. 

authorship of books, 21a, 

religious ideas of, 213, 

when written down, 214. 

books oolleoted by Ezra, 210. 

writing mentioned in the, 388. 

One God, beuef in, among the Jews, 

230 , 

— Abraham the originator of that 

belief, 220, 

Ormszd, not fire, 227. 

Orthodox and hotorodax, 141. 

Osiris, the god, 239. 

Onragan, 311. 

PADA-TEXT of the Rig-veda, 380. 
Pahlava, date of word, 373. 

Paktlias of the Eig-veda, 372. 
I’aktyes, the, 372. 

Paktyika, 372. 

— or Afghans, 372. 

Pftnini, the grammarian, 64, 76. 
Paolino da 8. Bartolomeo and the 
first Sk. grammar, 46. 
Parallelism between Aryan reli- 
gions, 274. 

Paramfitman and Highest Self, 95. 
Parishads, . or schools of the BrJlh- 
mans, 66. 

Porsn and Pfliasavya, 369, 370 ». 

— and Hrindira, 369. 


Pilrthavas, are tliOT Parthiims 1 369. 
Parthians, the, 3(^. 

— their old name, 373. 

PMlaputra, council of, 92, 

Pitvaka, illmninating, 123. 

Fbre Calmette and the Veda, 40, 41, 

43 i 43 - 

Persia, the bridge between India 
and Gi'eece, 26, 27. 

— later contaot witli, 32, 

Persians, 369, 

Persona, 307. 

Personification, 306, 30S. 

Peru, gods of fire and water in, 130, 

— worship in, 312. 

Phcniciau letters, 215. 

Phenicians, the, 23, 24. 

^Xiyuet mulShr-igii, 134. 

Physical origin of all religions, 10, 

II. 

— deities, Tisle on, 131. 

— phenomena worshipped in Egypt, 
208. 

— reli^oD, I, 4, 7. 

its origin, 8. 

varieties of, 9. 

best studied in India, 9. 

outside India, 14. 

definition of, 115, 

simplicity and necessity of 

336. 

lends to moral religion, 234. 

Pilippil^, 262. 

Pisohel and Geldnor’s 'Vedisolie, 
Studien,’ 384. 

Poem on trades and profo8aiou.s, 70. 

— of the gambler, 76. 

Poetry and mythology, 30S. 
Polytheism, 328. 

Pons, Pathor, and the Veda, 45. 
Prapapnti, lord of Creation, 247, 

336. 

PrS thfifchm 63, 63 n, 64. 

— date of the Itig-vecla, 64, 376- 

— minutiae of the, 65,- 377. 

Prayer better than sacrifice, 109. 
Premature generalisation, I 45 - 

Priests, varions kinds of Vedie, 691 10’ 

Primitive, meaning of, 14, 98, 99. 
Dd 3 
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Primitive, Veda not entirely, 1 5. 

— sacrifice, 110. 

— man, 129. 

roots express the acta of, 130. 

Prithu, Fftrtha, and Prithi, 369. 
Prometheus, in the Veda, 153. 
Psyohologioal religion, 3, 5, 6. 

Ptah, the god, 239. 

— the artificer, 240. 

Pur, the Vedic, 3S5. 

Pytliagoms and the vision of the 

eoul of Homer, 245. 

EA, the god, 238. 
liain, the first thought among men, 
261. _ 

Befonuatiun, the, 332. 

Beligion, three divisions of natural, 

I. 

— physical, I, 3, 5, 7. 

— anthropological, 3, J. 

— psyohological, 3, 5, 6. 

— the three phases often contem- 

pcraiieous, 5. 

— ancient Vedio, G. 

— definition of physical, T15. 

— influence of ^ildren on, 202. 

— every, a kind of cainpromise, 203. 

— in Egypt, 20O. 

— Progeoh on, 20G. 

— in Babylon and Assyria, 210. 

— Sayce’s lectures on, a 10 n. 

— none really dualistic, 234 

— and mythology, difFeronoe be- 

tween, 276. 

— mythology and ceremonial, essen- 

tial difference between, 292. 

— definition of, re-examined, 294, 

298, 

— influence of, on the moral 

cdiaraoier, 293, 296, 

— author’s definition of, 296. 

— Cicero on, 298, 299. 

— with the Semites, 299. 

— colt a manifestation of, 299. 

— myths and legends the parasites 

of, 299. 

— a knowledge of divine beings, 

soil 302. 


Beligion, sctenoe of, founded on facts, 
not theories, 36G. 

Beligions, common elements of all, 

342- 

— truth in all, 346. 

— nature of the study of various, 

363, 364- 

Beligious literature, none in Gtreece 
and Italy, 203. 

— sanction mr austoms, 282. 

— element, the, 300. 

Henouf, Le Page, on the gods of 
Egypt, 207. 

Bevelation innatiu'e, 141, 142. 
Biddle of the five senses, 262. 
Biddles, ancient, 257 et sea. 

— produced mythology, 263, 

Big, or nk, verse, 59. 

Big-veda, M. M.’s edition of the, 33, 

54 - 

— the only true Veda, 38. 

— represents the earliest phase of 

Aryan thought, 58. 

— Sainhitfi of the, 59. 

— how oolleoted, 62, 63. 

— number of hymns, 63, 63 n. 

— early - existence in its present 

form proved, 65. 

— Baunahe’e exegesie and indioes of 

the, 64, 65. 

— Katyfiyana's index, 66. 

— number of verses in, 66, 378. 

— colleotion of the hymns an 

historical event, 68, 73. 
BrUbmanas of the, 70. 

— nothing to do with sacrifice, 

72. 

— difference between it and other 

Vedas, 72, 73. 

— age of, 96. 

— ,8aunaka on the divisions of the, 

— various texts of the, 3S0, 

Bita, or order, 99. 

Eoberto de’ NoWli, 39. 

Bomen Catholic stories, 202. 
Bomanes, on human faculty, 191. 
Boots, expressing actions, 124, 125, 

130. 307- 
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Bosen's atudiea in the Yeda, 50. 
Boaetta alone, 16. 

Boaniini on worda, 13S. 

Both'a Eaaaya on the Veda, 53. 
Budm, father of the Maruta, 330. 
Budraka and John the Baptiat, 348. 
Bnakin on the ancient goda, 137. 

SACHAT7, Dr., 33. 

Saoridce and prayer, which oomea 
drat, 103, 106. 

— not an early idea, 106, 108. 

— fragnienta left of a, 368 n, 
gacrificea, early, 100, 

— become complicated, 113, 

— muat be nnblemiahed, 171, 
gacriflcial terms, 108. 

gt. Brigida, 6ro of, 393. 

Sdiino-Teda, 67. 

— Br!Uimana.<i of the, 70, 38 1. 
Shinan, a, 63 n, 

gamhiU of the Vedas, 59. 

— of the y a(/ur-veda, 70, 7 1 . 

— ^text of the Eig-veda, 380. 
Samonaoroutam, or Sanskrit, 4I. 
Samaon'a riddle, ado. 
gandrooottua, date of, 91, 

Sanskrit grammar, the first, 46. 

— and Sir W. Jones, 46. 

— tranalationa from the, 47 n, 

— words in Sumerian, 381. 

— of the bTortUei'n Buddhiat texts, 

383- 

Sapta SindhavaA, 36. 
satin, Arabic covering, 87. 
,8aunaka, author of the Frati- 
sakhya of the iSAkala aohool, 
64. 

— hia indices of the Eig-veda, 65. 

— on the divisions of the Eig-veda, 

379- 

Savana, libation, ill. 

Savanas, the three, 11311. 

Skyana’s commentary, 53. ' 

— diffloulty of publishing, 53, 54. 
Sayoe, Professor, and the word 

sindhu, 87. 

— on religion in Babylon and 

Assyria, 3J0 », 


Schopenliauer and the Upanlahads, 
36. 

Sohroeder, Professor von, on the 
Vediogoda, 179, 

Scotland, superstition in, 389. 
Seasons, and the year, invocation of, 

— the three, 113. 

Seh, the earth, 3S7. 

Secular ideas become religious, 378. 
Self, the, 4. 

Semlramis in India, 35, 

Semi tie nations, saorifics among, 110. 

— race, their monotheistic instinct, 

330, 

— really polytheistic, 32 r, 

— their gods, gods of nature, 333, 
Sick child, and fire in Scotland, 390. 
Signs and sounds, 125. 

— changed to miracles, 357. 
Sindhu, cotton, mentioned 3000 n.c,, 

86, 87. 

— Identionl with atvtijy, 87. 

— oirSafv, 87. ' 

— and Hebrew sittin, 87. 

Sixth century b.o., 316, 318. 

— and alphabetic writing, 318, 219. 
Sky, first concept of man, 361. 

— as meaning rain, 361, 

Skyiox visited India, 26. 

— and the Paktyes, the Poehtn or 

Afj^hans, 371. 

— mentioned by Aristotle and Hero- 

dotus, 370. 

Smfirta, smriti, memory, 90. 

Solar and meteoric theories, reccii- 
cUiation of, 186, 

— myth, the, 327. 

Solemn, the meaning of, 113, 

— from sollus, annua, 113. 

Soma, known to tlie Zercostriaus 
and Vedio people, loi. 

— giver of life, 1&8. 

Soul, spirit, ijii. 

Spscial revelation to Abraham, 321. 
Spenoer, Herbert, against animism, 
138. 

— his agents and agencies, 133. 

— a Euhemerist, 254 », 335. 
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Sphinx, riddle of the, 260. 

Nrauta, arnti, revelation, Qo, 

Star, auspicious, 391. 

Storm and god, same word for, 316. 

— -wind, 310-3131 31s- 

in America, 311. 

in Mexico, 312. 

in Babylon, 316. 

in India, 31 7. 

in Qermany, 320. 

Stabrohates, 25, 2511. 

Sumerian, Sh. words in, 3S1. 

Sun and moon, invocation of, 99. 

— and Are in Amerlea, 149. 

— Brinton on, 149. 

— J. Gi. Hiiller on, 149. 

— and fire among the Fins, 150. 

— Oastrdn on, 151. 

Supernatural, the, 119. 

— element, 305. 

— craving for the, 337, 

— as natural, 341. 

Sfttra, the word, 94. 

— applied to Buddha's sei-mons, 94. 

— period, gS. 

Sdtras, 81, 88, 89. 

— why composed, 89, 90. 

— style, 80, 90. 

TABLES of the law, ai6, 
Tanftnapdt, Yedio name for Agni, 
123. 

Taoism, 360. 

Ten Oommandments, 342. 

— of the Buddhists, 34a, 34,3. 
Theogonio prooess, 300. 

— development, 3a(S. 

Thotb, the moon, 387. 

Thought and language, 307. 

Three phases of religion often con- 

temporaneons, g. 

Tiele, Prof,, Le Myths de Kronos, 
187. 

Tide’s theory of the gods as faoteurs, 

131. 

— his forces or sources dc vie, 132. 
Tinegin in Ireland, 2S7. 

Tirabazos, 370. 

Tiridates, 370. 


Tirindirn and Parsu, 3(19, 

Tin, the god, 321, 

Translations of Sk. books into Peh- 
levi and Arabic, 33. 

Trift from treiben, 12C b. 
j Trishavejia, the threefold libation, 
III. 

Truth in all religions, 346, 

‘ — makes revelation,’ 361. 

Tuesday, 321. 

Tvosh/rf, tlie Vedio god, 240, 

— the artificer, 240. 

TJr, the god, 321. 

UDGATBIS, singing priests, 70. 
Understanding, categories of the, 

133- 

Unknowable, the, 297. 

Upauishad, the word, 93. 

— tWfld Southern Buddhists, 93. 

— in Pall, 93 M. 

Upanisha^, and priuoe Dhril, 35. 

— Anquotil Diiperron’s translation 
of the, 36. 

— Schopenhauer, 36. 

— the, and Arniiyakas, 80. 

— names and number of, 80 ». 

— after Buddlia, 86. 

VAHKI, fire, from same root as ve- 
homens, 122. 

VaUvftnara, useful to all, name for 
Agni, 123. 

Varnna, lord of all, 188. 

Yasukra and the Yoda, 34. 

I Yasus, the eight, 198. 

I Yfttes, 322 n. 

Veda, not purely primitive, i.v 

— disoovery of the, 17, 

— its importance, 18-20. 

— unique ohai'aoter of the, 18. 

— its age, 19-22. 

— oldest monument of Aryan 
speech, 19, 

— how it became Itnown, 2 a. 

— no foreign nations mentioned in 
tbe, 23. 

— not mentioned by foreign nations, 
«ii- 
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Vada, inestioaed iii'St by the Chineee, 
aS, 38. 

— first oommitted to writing, 34. 

— how it became known in the 

West, 38, 

— and Pere Calmette, 40. 

— known by heart, 41, 43. 

— MSS. of the, 4a. 

— best key to the religion of India, 

45. 

— Father Pons and the,' 45. 

— MSS. of, brought to Europe, 50. 

— Eosea’s studies in the, 50. 

— Eughne Bumouf’s studiea in the, 

— Guizot buys MSS. of the, 52. 

— Koth’e Essays on the, 53. 

— author’s edition of the Eig-, 53. 

— never published in India, 53. 

— oominenta^ of the, 53, 34. 

— meaning o^ 56. 

— same as ofSa, S< 3 , 57. 

— there are four, 38. 

— Brahmanic view of the, 58. 

— consists of SaiuhitH and Brhh- 

mana, 59. 

“ the Sfima-, 67. 

— the Yapur-, 68. 

— the true, 74. 

— the Atlmrva-, 81, 8 z. 

— dates of the, 82. 

■ — accurate knowledge of, necessary 
for studying physical religion. 
84. 

— from vid, to see, 84. 

— a masculine, 84. 

— how to fix the date of, 85, 366. 

— eharaoter of the, 97. 

— Jfita or order in, 99. 

— moral elements, 100. 

— Soma of the, loi. 

— childish thoughts in, lol. 

— exalted thoughts in the, 102. 

— saorificial hymns are late, 105. 

— Ludwig’s list of sacrifioial tenns, 

105 n. 

— saorifices very prominent in, 1 10- 

113. 

— true antiquity of the, 250, 


Veda, value of, 365, 

— belief in one God, 366. 

— Biiouen-thsaug on the, 374, 374 it, 

375. 

— I-tsing on the, 375. 

Vedingaa, the six, 63 », 

Vedas first known, 33, 34. 

— and the emperor Akbar, 33. 

— and Marco della Tomba, 43, 

— grains of gold in tlio, 44. 

— monotheism or monism in, 44. 

— and Herder, 48. 

— and Sir W. Jones, 48. 

— and H. T. C'olebrooke, 48. 

— interest aroused in Germany, 48. 
Vedio age, true literary periods of 

the, 91. . 

— Aryas, their poetiy, 155. 

— gods, ^ways human, 128. 

though later often monstrous, 

129. 

Sohrneder on the, 179. 

their henothelstio character, 

179. 

— hymns, age of, 01, 96, 114. 

simplicity of, 98. 

— — saorificial eharaoter of some. 

,104, 105, 

— LndwigandBeigaigne'aviow,l04. 
secondary and tertiary, 114. 

, procesBofdeifiaationinthe,il8. 

modern date of the, 384. 

literature, age of, 95, 96. 

— period, and the original religion 

of India, 10, ii. 

life during the, 76. 

— religion, 6. 

- — iSuddhlsm a reaction against, 
92. 

dark side of, 197. 

— texts, 319. 

Vernei-’s law, 322 n. 

Voltaire and the Ezour-veda, 40. 

WEATHER, original meaning ol, 

3 ^ 4 - 

Weber on Agni, 143. 

Weber's idea of the Sftma-veda, 68 >>. 
Wood and fire, one word for, J54n, 
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Words, Bosmini on, 138. 
Wordsworth, 309. 

Writing, art of, in India, 89. 

— not known to the Yedio poets, 

S8s. 

— mentioned in the OldTestamoi-t, 

388. 

Wuotnn, 3*2, 323. 

— and Mercury, 323 n. 

— Grohtnann on, 324. 

— from Tadhas, 324. 

XAVIER in India, 39. 

YA6r, to saoriSce, 107. 


Tamir-voda, 68. 

— Br&bmanas of the, 70. 

— the bright and dark, 7 [. 

— Samhitil, the so-called, 71. 
Vajiua line, 68 ». 

Varna and Vaml, the twins, 239 
Yukatan, gods of, 314. 

ZEUS, II. 

— nut simply the sky, 32S. 

Zio, the god, 321. 

Zoroaster, religion of, 226. 

— and fire, 246. 

Zoroastrian texts, 219. 

Zulu riddle, 258, 259. 




